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'rHE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

By LINUS W. KI.INlt and C. J. FRANCE.

The present study is an attempt to investigate the origin and
nature of the instincts and motives that operate in the accumula
tion of property, and to describe more thoroughly, than hereto
fore attempted, those psychoses arising from the consciousness of
things owned; also to indicate the role played by property as a
mind-developing agent. For these purposes the sciences of
biology, anthropology, social economics, child study and history
furnish analogies and illustrations.

SECTION 1. BIOLOGICAL.

Property, defined biologically, is anything that the individual
may acquire which sustains and prolongs life, favors survival,
and gives an advantage over opposing forces.

'What are the conditions and circumstances attending the
acquisition of property among the forms of animal life? In
unicellular life these conditions appear to be hunger, thirst, and
cold. Hunger may cause a sessile form to acquire means of
locomotion, desert its sessile apparatus and go in search of food.
We have observed this phenomenon in the vorticella. The
whole process may take place within twenty minutes. Desicca
tion and a fall in temperature impel some forms to put on a
coat, J'. e., surround themselves with a thick covering to tide
over such crises. Property getting, then, in this type of life,
consists in food getting, exchanging a thin for a thick covering,
and a sessile for a locomotor apparatus.

The conditions underlying the acquisition of property in
multicellular life are extremely complicated by the presence ot
two biological principles: 1 Multiplication (and the consequent
distribution of species) and Death.

Along with differentiation in function, form, size, and the mul
tiplication of individuals both in kind and species has gone dis
tribution partly as a causal and partly as a reacting agent, until
the waters, the whole earth and the air abound with life, A
complete history of distribution would involve a consideration

1 Sex may be included as a third principle influencing property
getting motives. This phase of the subject is considered under the
anthropological section.D
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42 2 THE PSVCHOLOGV OF OWNERSHIP.

of the majority of biological problems. For our purposes it
will suffice to call attention to a few of the most obvious results.
First: distribution has subjected innumerable forms to the wide
fluctuations of cosmic forces. This is notably true of the life
in temperate zones. Nearly all forms of life in these zones
(save domestic animals) either migrate, hibernate, or lay in a
store of food at the approach of winter,-a fact of value for the
present investigation, The ant, bee, rat, squirrel, pole cat,
hamster, mole, not only burrow spacious underground dwellings
but fill them with a store of winter food. Observations of these
activities are so frequent, and the literature so accessible, that to
give examples is unnecessary. Many birds also possess the
hoarding activity and all are more or less able architects. The
owl (Stix Otus) buries its surplus provisions like the dog. The
shriker or butcher bird, having appeased his appetite with
grasshoppers, mice, and small birds, still continues to slay and
kill. His victims, he hangs or rather impales on the thorns of
bushes or on twigs. A California woodpecker bores holes in
trees wherein to place his booty. In autumn he may be seen
pecking away at pines and oaks, and slipping acorns into the
cavities thus made."

Secoud : distribution has caused highly complicated rela
tions and interdependencies among all forms of animals, even
plants. All this has created new instincts and habits, and in
some cases has modified structure and intensified, if not neces
sitated the accumulation of property. Says Semper: "It is
clear that a certain interdependence between flesh-and-plant
eating animals must exist and find its expression in the propor
tional numbers of individuals of the two groups generally dis
tributed over the face of the earth." ~ Along with this numer
ical food relation are associated facts that bear upon the present
subject, viz.: that the activities and psychoses of the plant
eaters are pacific, timid, social, and associated in general with
keen senses; on the other hand the flesh-eaters are cunning,
stealthy, ferocious, leading selfish, isolated, and solitary lives.
We never associate the terms cunning, stealth, avarice, glutton,
morose and selfish with creatures like the pigeon, dove, deer,
gazelle, camel and sheep. They characterize well types like
the spider, owl, hawk, buzzard, fox, mink, bear, tiger, etc.

An illustration of multiplication and distribution modifying
structure and necessitating the accumulation of a special kind
of material is seen among different species of ants.

.. Amongst the Amazon Ants (Formica rufescens) who not
only do not debase themselves by working, but even have the

1 Letourneau, Ch.: Evolution of Property.
2Semper, Karl: Animal Life, p. 51. Int. Sci. Ser-ies.
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'tHE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 423

food put into their mouths by their slaves, the jaws have become
elongated, narrow and powerful, and project in sharp points,
very suitable for piercing an adversary's head, but unfit to lay
hold of food. When one of these amazons is hungry, she taps
with her antennre upon the head of a slave, who injects food
from her own mouth into that of her mistress." 1

The yellow ant (Last"us Flavus) has domesticated the plant
lice (Aphides) for the milk that they furnish. •• As soon as
one of these new herds is found by an ant, she returns to the
nest and informs her companions. One or two ants then accom
pany her to the treasure, which in the future remains, night and
day, under their watchful care. As the herd increases in num
bers, additional herdsmen are called into service.v'" The con
stant guarding of the Aphides is due to the fact that they are
eagerly sought for by ants from other colonies, aud especially
by the swift flying ichneumon, which uses the body of the
Aphides as a depository for its eggs. It is observed that when
one of these flies is seen hovering over the herd, the ants at
once endeavor to chase her away whenever she alights, In
addition to slaves and cattle, the prodncts of agriculture as
well as the grains of uncultured plants constitute a species of
property prized by the ants of the southern portions of the north
temperate zone." I need only call attention to the Harvesting
Ant of Texas. Moggridge," one of the earlier scientific ob
servers of the Harvesting Ants of the Old World, writes: .. I
then selected a nest where the coarse and hard rock lay much
nearer to the surface, barring the downward course ofthe ants and
compelling them to extend their nest in a horizontal direction.
Here I came upon large masses of seeds carefully
stored in chambers prepared in the soil. Some of these lay in
long subcylindrical galleries, and, owing to the presence in large
quantities of the black shining seeds of Amaranth, looked like
trains of gunpowder laid ready for blasting. On care
fully examining a quantity of the seeds, and minute dry fruits,
he found more than twelve distinct species of plants, belonging
to at least seven separate families. The granaries lay from an
inch and a half to six inches below the surface and were all
horizontal. They were of various sizes and shapes, the aver
age granary being about as large as a gentleman's gold watch."

In leaving for the present the question of the acquisition of

lAllen, Grant. Flash light on Nature.
'Weir, James, Jr.: The Herds of the Yellow Ant. Pop. Sci. Month

ly, Vol. LIV, No. I, p. 76, 1898.
8McCook, Henry Christopher: The Nat. Hist. of the Agri. Ant. of

Texas. Acad. of Nat. Sci. of Phil. 1879, pp. 207.
• Moggridge, J. Traherne Harvesting Ants and Trap-Door Spiders.

London, 1873.
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'l'HE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

property among social animals this speculation is made, to wit:
Those species that hoard up food stuff, or that slay creatures
in excess of their needs, have either descended from a species
whose social organization was complex, the labor of the mem
bers being divided into groups of fighters or protectors, builders
and food gatherers,-the last named only surviving; or they
were descended from a species which at some remote period were
forced to pay tribute in the shape of food stuffs to some
stronger species. As yet we are unable to justify the theory
by facts from the lower animals. It finds some justification,
however, in human history. The Jews appear on the theater
of action as a pastoral people and owners of land. To-day
they present the anomalous condition of a nation without a
country. From the captivity in Babylon to the fall of Jeru
salem in the first century they embraced more and more the
advantages of a commercial life. They have posed before the
world as an exclusive and chosen people. This, together with
their thrift and virility, has engendered hatred among the
Gentiles toward them, which has expressed itself in all manner
of persecutions. The Jew practically bought his right to exist
from powerful princes and noted warnors. They paid these
"Lords of creati!'n" hard cash for the privilege of living.
Paying this tribute once was no guarantee that it would not be
exacted again. In order to live out his natural life, and secure
the same privilege for his children, it became most necessary
for him to make money. The slow returns of a farm could not
have secured him the desired lease of life. Besides, he could
not have returned to the farm had he wished, since ownership
in land was denied him. The natural aptitude of the Jew, his
persecutions impelling him to make money, and the strict in
breeding of his race tending to conserve advantageous acquire
ments-all conspired to develop a people with both the ability
and desire to make money. The present age is more liberal,
persecution has ceased, but the scars are left-and the Jew re
mains a money maker.

Third: Multiplication and Distribution have thrown together
in the same area or in adjacent areas different species and even
members of the same species whose interests continually clash.
Witness the extensive warfare among different colonies of ants'

1 Grant Allen-Flash Lights on Nature, pp. 186-87-says: "But it
(the ant) does not steal fully-grown Turf Ants; their habits are formed,
and they would be useless for such a purpose. What the Warrior Ant
wants is raw material which can be turned into thoroughly well-trained
servants. So it merely kills the adult ants which strive to oppose its
aggression, and contents itself with trundling home to its own nest
the larvse and pupze of the Turf Ants which it has put to flight and
vanquished. In process of time, these grubs and cocoons produce
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TH~ PSYCHOI,OGY OF OWNJl;RSHIP.

or the fight to the finish between the rabbit and the comical
little Puffin when the latter attempts to take possession of the
rabbit's burrow for breeding purposes, or the terrific battles
between the male seals for the possession of a nuptial court.

"The lion lives alone, or at most in a temporary family; but
he needs a vast hunting ground. This territory must be well
furnished with game, and he chooses it himself. Having done
so he will allow no intruder to poach there. He has fixed its
boundaries If another animal of his own species
ventures to infringe upon this domain he protests,
lays a complaint against the invader after his own fashion, and
if the latter does not attend to him, has recourse to the ult£ma
ratio of kings and lions-a battle."

1" The Wandering dogs of Egypt, have similar customs;
each pack chooses a habitat, and, says an eye witness, 'Woe
to the dog that strays into a neighbor's territory. Many times
I have seen the other dogs fall upon the wretch and tear him
to pieces.' 'The pariah dogs of India quarter themselves
in the part of the town where they are born. Each of them
has his district, 'police fashion,' which he clears of intruders,
while for his own part he never crosses its boundaries."

Again, natural history abounds in observations of conflicts in
bird families while defending their domain and hunting ground.
More severe and even deadly they are if the contestants are
flesh-feeders or fishers. In these cases ownership in a given
area as a hunting-ground is absolutely necessary to the main
tenance of life.

2The second principle met with in multicellular life, that
stands in causal relation to the acquisition of property, or at
least that creates conditions necessitating the acquisition of
property, is death.

The preparations made by all multicellular life to counter
balance the ravages of death, the attempts to bridge over, as
it were, the gap made by death, have a very significant influ
ence in developing the property instinct along with other
psychoses. In this connection the plant world deserves notice.
First, there is a store of food provided for the tender developing
plantlet; second, a protecting coat or pod differing greatly in

full-grown yellow workers, which, having never known freedom, can
be taught by the Warrior Ants to act as nurses and housemaids, ex
actly as if they were living in their own proper city. I once saw in a
garden in Algiers a great pitched battle going on between slave makers
aud the family of the future slaves, in which the ground was strewn
with the corpses of the vanquished."

1 Letourneau: Evolution of Property.
2 Death may operate in unicellular life, but if so its operation has

no appreciable value for the present problem.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

thickness and hardness among different seeds; third, very often
an oily or mucous substance in the protecting coat; fourth, the
shape of the seed. The significance of this latter property as
an aid to survival may be seen when one attempts to crush or
to bite in two an apple seed or the seeds of the watermelon, or
the orange. Then, too, the possession of hooks, wings, downy
hairs, and other devices for distribution, becomes still more
significant when interpreted as a factor, making the chances of
reproduction more certain.

In animal life the activities involved in amassing property in
order to rear and care for the young till the period of parental
independence, appear to exceed in their qualitative aspects those
manifested for any other purpose, not even excepting those
exerted in behalf of the individual itself. Paternal activities are
the crowning efforts of the individual. Let us attend to specific
cases. The yucca moth (pronuba yuccasella) having pierced
with the sharp lancets of her ovipositor the tissue of the pistil
of the yucca flower, lays her eggs among the ovules of this
flower. She then collects pollen grains from other yucca flow
ers and kneads them into a pellet which she stuffs into the
funnel shaped opening of the stigma, thus fertilizing the ovules
The fertilization of the ovules is necessary to the larvee, which
in four or five days are hatched from the insect's eggs. It has
been ascertained that they feed exclusively on the developing
ovules which would not develop without fertilization. Should
every female yucca moth fail for one season to leave with her eggs
the pollen grains-the only property that she ever amasses-there
would be no forthcoming larvee to bridge the gap created by
the death of the mother moth. 1

The mother wasps (Odyneri) perform a very similar feat.
She "makes cells of sand, or any other material, aggluti
nated with mucous. She deposits an egg in each cell, and
with it a store of small caterpillars as food for the larvee against
the time when they shall be hatched. These caterpillars she
stings, not so as to kill them outright, in order that they will
not dry up or putrify, but enough to paralyze them." The
mud wasp of America deposits a half dozen paralyzed spiders
with her eggs in the mud cells of her nest.

A certain ant common in Brazil, has the habit of cutting
large round pieces out of the leaves of trees, which it conveys
to its nest for the purpose of growing fungi upon them. 2

In October, 1889, the writer [Kline] saw an army oflarge black
ants near the banks of the Colorado in Texas, carrying roundish
pieces ofleaves cut from the grape vine, The army was twelve

1 Morgan, C. Lloyd: Habits and Instinct; pp. 13-14.
2Allen, Grant: Flash Lights on Nature, p 193.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

feet long and eight inches wide. They were marching with
" closed ranks," and at a distance looked not unlike a monster
green serpent. I followed this military procession with the
interest of a schoolboy. The march was brought to a close
by arrival of the ants at their nest. This consisted of a mound
of earth about 4 inches high and 3 feet in circumference. Many
carried their burdens in at once, others dropped them a few
inches from the entrance and went in without them. I cut open
a section of the nest and fonnd the leaves in small pockets,
though in some places they seemed to be scattered without care.
Some of the leaves were dry and crisp, others damp and covered
with fungi, which growth I am now persuaded was the object
of this vast leaf gathering.

The storing up of honey and pollen by bees for young and
self is a common observation by everyone. Among the fishes
the stickle-back and hassar, sometimes called hardback, of
tropical America, are noted for the elaborate preparation in their
nest building and for the care they maintain over the eggs and
young until committed to the water. The nest and its contents
constitute the only property acquired by these species.

Many species of spiders, a few fishes," one species of toad
(Pipa) do not store up food for their young, but pack or carry
their eggs about until hatched. In the case of spiders, the
young are carried for some time-not unlike the young of the
opossum and kangaroo-until they are able to take care of
themselves. In these instances the young and sometimes the
feeding grounds are the only objects to which the parent lays
claim. The great bulk of the property-activities among birds
are those exhibited during the season of nidification. Among
many species it is the only time in which property of any sort
is ever accumulated. It is their season of mine and thine, the
season when the bird lives and works for its kind-selecting
material and forming it into a nest, incubating eggs, watching,
feeding and protecting the young. All these make up a most
unique bundle of property-getting activities which, interpreted
teleologically, are called forth in order that the species may
survive, that death's gap may be bridged.

Mammaliau life is one continuous sacrifice for its offspring.
The developing embryo, except in the monotremes, receives
freely the life-blood of the mother through a highly specialized
vascular system until the time of parturition. Somatic sacri
fice, however, does not cease with the close of intrauterine life,
but begins anew through the functioning of the mammre-the
highest physiological expression of nature's determination to

1 Giinther, Albert C. L.: An Introduction to the Study of Fishes,
pp. 160-62, 1880.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

continue the ongoing of her species. These purely physio
logical somatic sacrifices are insignificant in comparison with
the elaborate and continued preparations directed by instinct
and intelligence. The most focalized form of these prepara
tions cluster around motherhood and home. They exist for
the infancy of their species. Every class of mammalian life
makes more or less elaborate preparations in the way of home
building and furnishing, preceding and following parturition.
These homes consist of burrows in the ground, nests in trees, in
logs, among rocks, and houses built on the ground, and in our
own species the variety of structures ranges all the way from a
cave to a brown-stone front.

The duck-mole (ornithorhynchus) constructs for her young a
nest of dried grass and gum-tree leaves. The nest is placed
about twenty feet above the water level, thus securing the
safety of the young even at time of the highest floods. Other
monotremes, like the porcupine and ant-eater, instead of build
ing a nest for the young develop a dermal pouch on the ventral
side in which the very imperfectly developed young are carried
and nourished until they are able to provide for themselves.
The duration of the pouch life of the young varies with the
species. l

The rodents are remarkable for their burrowing and nidifica
tory instincts. Moles, rats, prairie dogs and rabbits all con
struct elaborate underground homes. Some are permanent
dwellings, as in the case of the musk-rat, the mole and prairie
dog. Squirrels, some species of mice, as the dormouse and
lerot, bnild their homes in trees, bushes and even on growing
cereals. Others, like the marsh hare, build an elaborate home
out of grass on a bit of earth surrounded by water. Such a
nest can shelter from four to seven young. Many herbivora
like the deer, cow, and giraffe, seek isolated spots or places
of natural shelter in which to rear their young. A few ungu
lates like the pig form a nest in which the young are nurtured
for some weeks. It is a singular fact that although the hog is
the symbol for greed, it is never known to gather property or
provide for the future except at the time of parturition, at
which time they often spend from two to twelve hours' labor
in making a cozy home for their young.

In the summer of 1897 the writer [Kline] watched a young sow
gathering material for several hours and forming it into a nest.

1 The kangaroo, according to Owen, suckles her young for eight
months. At the eighth month, the young kangaroo may be seen fre
quently to protrude its head from the mouth of the pouch, and to
crop the grass at the same time that the mother is browsing. After
leaving the pouch, it continues to return to it for occasional shelter
and supplies of food, till it has attained the weight of ten pounds.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

She was naturally wild, but my presence did not disturb her. I
scattered with a rake the material she had gathered. This
angered her, causing her to show fight. As soon as I disap
peared she moved the scattered material to a new place and
continued the work throughout the afternoon. This work pre
ceded the advent of her family about 12 hours.

Species of canidae like the dog, fox, and coyote, and of /ilidae
such as the cat, tiger, and leopard, build temporary homes for
their young. Their homes are rude and simple, but they defend
them, especially while the offspring are young-with greater
conrage and effectiveness than do some of the more clever home
makers. In our own species, as with the rest of mammalian life.
two forms of somatic sacrifice are made for the young. Like
wise homes are built, furnished and defended.

But the boundaries of motherhood in the human species as
in many lower creatures, as will be noted later, ,. are not limited
by these material sacrifices." The Will to Live, the biological
struggle to survive has developed in parenthood, the principle of
transmitting both racial and individual experience to the young.
It is an interesting and significant fact that length of days are
added to parenthood in those species whose young can and do
profit by conserved experience, while, on the other hand, the
life of the parent stops not far from ovipitization or parturition
in those species whose offspring neither need nor could profit
by the experience of the parent;'

The exercise of this principle, viz.: conveying to the young
the racial and individual experience, creating opportunities for
and encouraging by example and otherwise--varying of course
with the differences in the plan of life among the several species,
-the exercise of those activities which are essential to the indi
vidual's progress begins very probably among the inverte
brates, e. g., ants" and bees. Its highest perfection, however,
has been wrought out in the mammalian type of life. 8 So long
as motherhood was consciously and unconsciously aware that
wealth was power, and promoted supremacy, she amassed for
tunes for her children, but when the idea ., that knowledge
is power" was grasped, and that, too, of a superior sort, she
increased the means to educate her young. So deep-seated
among many peoples has the belief grown that education does

1" The duration of life is first naturally lengthened when the off
spring begin to be really tended, and as a general rule the increase in
length is exactly proportional to the time which is demanded for the
care of the young." Weismann's Biological Memoirs, p. 1'55.

2 Letourneau, Charles: Education in the Animal Kingdom. Pop.
Sci. Monthly, Vol. LII, pp. 527-34. See also his late book" L'Evolu
tion de L'Education.

8phillips, D. E.: Teaching Instinct, Ped, Sem., Vol. VI, pp. 188-245.
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43 0 THE PSYCHOLOqy OF OWNERSHIP.

insure survival and self-protection that it has practically become
universal for them.

. If, then, the function of motherhood in this larger sense is to
equip childhood to live up to the full measure of its potentiali
ties, one would expect to find exhibitions of the growing traits
of motherhood even before its advent; one would expect to find
some of the mother-traits appearing in certain general relations
toward property-relations, too, that are in contrast with those of
childhood and old age. The structural, functional, and psychical
changes at adolescence are in the main a preparation for moth
erhood. Our attention for the present, then, will center about
this period. Before adolescence child nature is predominantly
negative, selfish, as will be shown later. Getting, hoarding,
having is the order of the day. Self-sacrifice is the key-word
in the budding traits of adolescence. President Hall says: ,. The
young adolescent receives from nature a new capital of energy
and altruistic feeling. " Dr. Lancaster! says, in his study of ado
lescence: II It is the great period in life for devotion to others,
especially in self-sacrificing causes." What should we expect
the attitude of the average boy and girl in their early teens
toward property to be? Answers to Rubric VII of the topi
cal syllabus printed below furnish a bit of data on this point.
Three hundred and twenty answers were received, 145 males
and 175 females.

TOPICAL SYLLABUS.

II. PSYCHOI"OGY OF OWNERSHIP vs, Loss.
I. (a) Relate an incident in which a child for the first time evinced

signs of ownership; what, and why that particular object? (b) Like
wise a child who 18 precocious in getting property, or making collec
tions; what use and disposition are made of the articles?

II. (a) Describe a child who wants to own everything ; who steals,
begs, and cheats to acquire property; (b) a child who desires nothing,
will not accept what IS given, shuns the duty of custodian whenever
possible; (c) a child who persists coutinually in amassing a special
article j also a child with a passion to trade.

III. Describe in detail a quarrel among children about the owner
ship of some article; how decided; what was done with the article
after the decision?

IV. Describe an instance in which a child long desired some toy or
plaything, e. g., wagon, gun, doll, and very unexpectedly received it
as a gift. Give fully the child's treatment of the article, expression,
etc.

V. What have you observed among children concerning the feeling
of ownership in property and the influence it had over their attitude
both toward the property and valuables in general, e. g., care of books,
tools, or a new article of clothing. On wearing the dress, how did it
behave to parents, companions, strangers?

VI. (a) What effect has a new overcoat, high hat, high heels, rib-

1 Lancaster, E. G.: Ped, Sem., Vol. V, pp. 89"""'91.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 43 1

bons, plumes, bright-buttoned uniforms, articles of jewelry, buttons,
badges, etc., upon the self-confidence, self-assertiveness and person
ality of the wearer? What is your own experience in such matters?
(b) What have you observed about persons collecting stamps, coins,
autographs; and poems, ballads, pictures and the like for scrap-books;
various and sundry articles for memory jugs, wall ornaments.

VII. (a) Have you noticed any difference concerning the kind of
property desired and the intensity of the desire among different ages,
sex and nationality? (b) Describe a period or periods in your own
life or the life of another in which the value of long-cherished articles
suddenly depreciated in your own mind until you relinquished them
and accumulated others more to your liking. (c) Have you ever felt
burdened by trusts of honor or emoluments or by property and
desired to be free from all responsibilities, to abandon your desires
and hopes in temporal matters and revel in primitive freedom? Have
you personal knowledge, or heard or read anything of one taking the
vow of poverty; or one who delights in poverty? What do you know
of beggars? Their habits, laws, customs?

VIII. Describe the behavior of a person toward friends, society in
general, business and other matters, who has come suddenly l.nd un
expectedly into possession of comparatively much property; the same
of one who has lost a fortune by fire, flood, paying securities, etc.
Note tke first actions in eack case. Describe your own feeling at the
sudden loss of a relative, friend, or property; likewise the feeling of
being forsaken, dying in poverty, starving, etc.

IX. Considers person who persistently and continually seeks posi
tions of trust and honor. loves to be master of ceremonies, also a per
son fond of ~iving advice, likes to be consnlted on various and sundry
matters. Note tke age when these tendencies were first noticed.

X. (a) Do you know and can you describe persons that have hid
moueyand other valuables in out of the way places, e. g., garden,
cellar, roof of house, ditch, seashore, etc.? (b) Describe the worst
miser you know; a man who apparently wants the whole earth. Like
wise a spendthrift. Emotional and volitional life and home training
and surroundings are also desired here.

XI. What member of the family have you observed to be the most
favored in Wills or in other ways by the gift of property?

XII. (a) What have you observed of the habits and activities of
bees, insects, birds, wild and domestic animals, that exhibit a sense of
ownership and the desire to accumulate and preserve property? (b)
Have you ever witnessed a conflict between different species or differ
ent members of the same species over the ownership of property,
e. g., food, particular spot of ground or object? (c) What have you
observed or heard of dogs, monkeys, bears, etc., exhibiting a special
fondness for a particular stick, bone, article of clothing, etc., or sud
denly taking possession and defending at all hazards It manger, pig
sty, baby crib, or what not; also of animals gathering food in excess
of their needs?

XIII. Have you yourself had periods of intense desire to be rich?
and state honestly why and what uses you would put wealth to; or do
you merely wish to possess for personal utility?

XIV. Always state briefly age, sex, nationality, temperament, dis
position, health, home influences, etc.

M., 20. Made a collection of guus, rifles and revolvers. After 20

he sold all and began collecting music and musical instruments. .
M., 13. Took a great interest ill collecting birds' eggs. He would

walk almost any distance to get a new kind of egg. At 16 suddenly
lost interest, wanted a library, horse and buggy.
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432 THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

M. Picture cards, marbles, spools, buttons, tops, and various other
playthings lost their value for me at about 8. I then thought it fool
Ish to have such things-wanted things more necessary, more impor
tant, things that I could do something useful with.

F., 18. From 9 until quite recently I was very fond of collecting
"keepsakes." At a public supper would take a paper napkin; during
an excursion to the lakes or seashore would get a peculiar kind of
pebble or shell as reminders. At 15 this collection ceased to interest
me. I began to gather rocks and botanical specimens, which still
interest me.

F., 17. At about 4 I collected rags for doll dress and different col
ored buttons, about seven I did not care for either, and began to col
lect stamps and monograms, and picture cards, at 12 began to collect
pictures of famous people from magazines. I am still fond of this
work.

F., 20. Once had a craze for collecting stamps, this has died out.
I have taken up the fad of securing names of my friends on a fan.

F., 19. From 8 till 14 I collected and kept separately pieces of silk,
woolen goods and chally, with which I meant to make quilts. I fill
ished one, another half done, a third commenced, when all my inter.
est in them vanished. I soon began to keep programmes and tickets
of entertainments which I had either attended or been invited to at
tend.

F., 23. I liked dolls until nine, then I changed to sled, express
wagons and different sorts of books, at sixteen I lost my love for these
and took up fancy work and music.

The following are observations of teachers and students:

"I have noticed that very young chilrlren desire thiugs that they
can see, feel, hear or taste, things that please the senses, when older,
6-12, they desire things that they can do things with, as express wagons,
goats, tools, guns, dolls, fancy ribbons and the like."

"I think the value of the property is not taken into consideration
with young children, but merely the getting of the property, having
it, but as age increases the associations connected with the property,
e. g., souvenirs, etc., is valued more than the article per se."

"Young children rarely, if ever, make valuable collections, they
collect anything that happens to please their fancy. As they grow out
of childhood they get things that remind them of past events, things
that mean something to them, things that can be used ,"

"I have noticed that young children desire to possess pictures, gay
articles of clothing, toy engines, dolls, etc., etc., older children bicy
cles, horses, carriages, things that they can use."

"Girls that I have noticed seem to think most of their playthings
and a good time until they are ten or twelve. Then they begin to
care more for dress and appearance until they are 15 or 16, and then
the desire to be considered smart and to be admired begins."

These reminiscences and observations offer nothing that is
brand new, but they do continually remind one of his own experi
ences, they tap. as it were, the reservoir of the common mind and
set flowing afresh the stream of life's experiences. And what do
we read in them? First, that property getting in childhood is
instinctive, an activity not to be suppressed or thwarted. What
the child collects is a matter almost wholly of environment.
The intrinsic value of the article plays no role, but collect it
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 433

must and will; second, that this promiscuous but continuous
gathering is modified somewhat and directed to the accumula
tion of articles that can be worked upon, articles on which the
motor apparatus of the child may repeatedly operate and not
unfrequently develop a rude mechanical skill; 1 (these mechani
cal and industrial activities appear more or less prominent in
the years just preceding puberty); that at adolescence the desire
for material inanimate things is transferred to those of the ani
mate, social and spiritual world. Now the friendship, the good
opinion, the good will, the love, the confidence of, and for
others constitute the world of values. For these things indi
vidual life itself is not too dear a sacrifice. The adolescent must
love and be loved, must have friends and associates. "I used
to collect picture cards, now I collect photos." c, I grew tired
of monograms, and have instead a fan with my friends' names
written on it." c, I gave up dolls and the like and collected
napkins and other souvenirs that would remind me of stated
occasions. ' ,

Childhood wants objects satisfying the senses and the instinct
to have, adolescence wants friends and society to whom it may
offer sacrifice. It is the beginning of the operation ofthat univer
sal principle which offers up the best that is in the individual as
well as his most valued belongings to the welfare of the species."
As the ferment of the adolescent simmers down and the possi
bility of his future begin to take shape he sets himself to accumula
ting goods and valuables that shall meet the drafts upon him
at the time when life's stream is broadest and deepest - the
period of motherhood.

There is still another time of life in which the attitude toward
property invites investigation. I refer to the climacteric and
post-climateric periods of life. This period begins on the aver
age at about forty-five" in the female,' and from five to twenty
years later in the male. 6 If by this time motherhood has fur
nished the offspring a home, has equipped them with money
and education, in short, "set them up in business," is there
still left anything to do for the welfare of her offspring? The
fact that life in the human species does continue long after the
climacteric argues that it must have some significant purpose.
What is this purpose, this service which has earned for parent
hood this long lease of life? What sort ofproperty is of most worth
in the eyes of the parent? To get some light on these questions
we asked the questions found in Rubric IX of the syllabus. It

1 Groos, Karl: Spiele der Menschen. Jena, 1899. pp. 90-147.
2 Brooks, W. K.: The Foundations of Zoology, pp. 89-92.
'Tilt, Edward John: The Change of Life, p. 26. 1882.
'Stockham, Alice B., M. D.: Tokology, p. 276. 1893.
6 Acton, William: Reproductive Organs, pp. 248-252. 1883.
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434 THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

will be noticed that no particular age limits are specified in the
question, for obvious reasons. One hundred and fourteen papers
were received on this rubric. 62 relating to males, 49 to females,
and 3 to both. The ages range from 3 up to 66 years. 31 were
accounts of persons above 40 years of age, 60 below 40, and
over 50% of those below 40 were included between the ages 16
to 25. The following are the condensed reports of a few:

3. M., 20. "Always fond of giving advice, has grown more so within
the past two years. Nothing pleases him better than to be consulted,
even in trivial matters, as qnarrels between boys or girls. He finds
pleasnre in correcting mistakes in grammar and pronunciation."

M., 40. Wishes to be leader in every new enterprise, if he cannot
have this place he sulks and says he will have nothing at all to do with
the matter. Gives advice whether wanted or not.

M., 50. Enjoys being trusted, to fill responsible positions, to lead
in all the societies, especially the new ones, in his town. He enjoys
giving a detailed talk in a reli~ious meeting.

M., 22. Is continually puttrng himself in a position so that he will
be appointed to usher at some affair, to act on a committee or have
some office. I have observed this in private and secret societies, and
also in church work. Is offended if not consulted abont new enterp'rises.

F., 50. Always telling what to do, what dress to wear ; she hkes to
be consulted in everything you are going to do j and very often in what
you are to say to different people. She feels hurt if you do not follow
her advice.

F., 32. Interests herself in everyone, asking them questions and
thus giving them advice. Likes to be consulted if there is anything
special to be done in the towu, if not consulted, she perhaps will not
do anything toward helpin~.

F., 62. Is very fond of giving advice,especially in church matters
believes that if her advice is not followed the work will result in a
failure.

F., 66. ~ives advice to everyone on every occasion possible. It
makes no difference whether she has ever met them before or not.

M., 60. A school teacher, family grown and well to do. He him
self had plenty for the rest of his life, yet he continued to teach.
When asked why he did so, replied that his children might need his
help.

M., 65. Owner of a large factory. Turned entire business over to
his two sons, yet he always took the keenest interest in their enter
prises. Grew anxious and sympathized with them during reverses
and kept a watchful eye on their successes.

It would be palpably absurd to expect to find from these
returns, in fact to find from personal observation, that fondness
for offices of trust, for being consulted and giving advice is
confined exclusively to middle life and old age. What we do
see, and these returns emphasize it, is that from childhood to
old age there is an unsatisfied thirst for power in some form or
other. The methods of acquiring it, and the uses made of it,
are as many as the individuals involved. No specific statements
can possibly be made. In a very general way we may say that
in childhood the desire for power is expressed in vague physical
terms. The boy courts physical prowess and usually establishes
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 435

his authority over his fellows by displaying it in some extrava
gantform. Youth and manhood measure power in physical, mate
rial, and mental terms. How much can I do, how much can I make
and acquire, only" to make money hand over fist," are among
the serious questions of manhood. Then, too, power in the realm
ofmentality has a fascination for them. Its normal expression is
the desire for that power which will equip for great tasks, that
will aid to solve large problems, and make for success in life.
In middle life and in old age the desire for power is shifted
more and more toward the realm of mentality. The supremacy
of the aged consist in what they know-not in what they can
do or have. They are valuable to the race for the experience
that they formulate and transmit as advice, precepts, wisdom
and oracles. This is the period of true statesmanship, of wise
men and law givers. The common mind in all lands and times
has recognized and approved this. Accordingly, we find the things
that are of most worth in the eyes of parenthood during the
latter period of life are teaching, advising, and giving counsel
to those engaged in the activities to the prime of life.

Conclusions. The effort in life to bridge the gap of death has
given us home and motherhood with all their virtues 1 at
tendant. i They have become the motive to the greater part
of human endeavor. Through them the great mass and tangle
of property getting in civilized life takes on purpose and meaning.
Parenthood amasses wealth, discovers and turns to account the
forces of nature, capitalizes experience, concentrates within
manual compass the feelings, doings, and wisdom of the long
past and sees to it that all these things are duly possessed by her
offspring. All the stocks and bonds of motherhood, all her landed
estates, all her aggregations of lore and learning, all her inheri
ted acquisitions and transmitenda whatsoever have been accu
mulated by her to pass as legacies to her offspring, that they
may survive and live a complete life. This point of view
enables one to see in the work and care of parenthood for off
spring the origin of altruism, to which property-getting--and
givt'ng has ever been the richest fertilizer, aiding in the flower
ing out process of all the altruistic sentiments. This must be
so, for did we not punctuate our philanthropic intentions with
a share of our property in some form or another, they would
soon become as I' sounding brass or a tinkling cymbal."

SECTION II. ANTHROPOLOGICAL.

In order to see the general ideas of the savage in regard to
property it is necessary to find how much property the savage had,

1Ribot, Th.: The Psychology of the Emotions, pp. 280-81.
i Espinas : Les Societes Animales, pp. 444.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

what his relation to this was, how held, etc. Some savage
peoples, such as those fouud wandering in the woods of Borneo,
Forest Veddahs of Ceylon and others, possess almost nothing.
In this respect they are inferior to some animals. Others have
merely their rude weapons. 1 Of necessity, these can accumu
late nothing; as Mr. Keary says: " In order that social customs
should attain any development the means of existence must be
sufficiently abundant and easily procurable to permit some time
to be devoted to the accumulation of superfluities or supplies
not immediately required for use. The life of the primitive
hunter and fisher is so precarious and arduous that he has
scarcely either the opportunity or the will for any other em
ployment than the supply of his immediate wants.,,2 It is the
satisfaction of these wants that measures his desires. The little
he has is mere physical possession.

When we do, however, find primitive man holding property,
it is to a large extent property in common. Letourneau 8 shows
this very exhaustively, also Sir Henry Maine" and Laveleye."
La Fargue says: "very gradually did the idea ofprivate property
which is so ingrained in, and appears so natural to, the Philistine
mind dawn upon the human mind." 6 Darwin, in his voyage
of a Naturalist, tells how among the Fuegians, if a piece of
cloth be given to one, it is torn into shreds and distributed
among all. Mr. Leslie 7 says "a limited stock of certain
personal things was early permitted," implying ownership in
common. ., A large body of facts combines to show that prop
erty was a social before it was an individul sentiment, and dis
tinction between owners was at first assigned to one tribe of
gens rather than to another. The first notions of property seem
to be communal." 8 " The several forms of ownership tend to
show that the oldest tenure by which land was held was by the
tribe in common," 9 Many other investigators have held this
view to a greater or less degree. 10 They find traces of the sys
tem in Europe, Asia, Africa and North and South America, in
Australia and the Malay Archipelago. " Everything leads us

1 See Letourneau : Property, its Origin and Development. Chap. II,
p. 24 ff.

2Keary, C. F.: The Dawn of History. 1888, p. 137.
8 Property, its Origin and Development. pp, 401. London, 1892.
4 Ancient Law. Also History of Early Institutions.
I; Primitive Property.
6 Evolution of Property, p. 28. London, 18<jo.
7 Introduction to Laveleye's Primitive Property.
sWard, L. F.: Dynamic Sociology. Vol. I, p. 483.
9 Morgan, L. H.: Ancient Society, p. 542.
10 In Germany, Haxthausen, Mauer, Engels, Bachhofen, Valentine,

Mayer. In England, Seeboh m, Gomme. In Russia, Schopotief, Ko
va l esky ,
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 437

to believe collectivism was at its maximum and individualism
at its minimum." 1 The reasons for this are apparent. First
the very weakness of man made co-operation, a combining of
strength and effort, necessary. As Topinard says: "Man lives
in society because he has to do so like many animals. ,'2 Property
thus was acquired in common. Furthermore it was necessary
to the existence of the horde or tribe that it should be at peace
with itself-the closer solidarity, the greater power. This
would tend to a common ownership. As long as the savage
had food to eat and shelter from the cold, he was satisfied. We
must remember that the savage is a being of very limited ex
perience, that his ideas of the relation of things are very vague.
He has the physique of the man with the mind of the child.
His conceptions of himself and his own body are weak and unan
alyzed. Individul ownership implies that the particular object
is shut off, boxed up as it were, labelled mine. This is beyond
the savage. 8

This primitive communism gives us a fair index of savage
character and mind. It is the best of evidence of mental dull
ness, physical laziness, and primitive lethargy. It shows that
the savage had not risen to the level of progression; it demon
strates the lack of individuality, of that self-assertiveness and
push so essential to development. Men living under a system
of communism are, as Dr. Brinton says, "classified like so
many bricks." 4 It is primarily a system of monotony revolt
ing to an independent, virile manhood, and to that active type
of mind which glories in life as a struggle. This regime,
however, had its use. Long continuance under a communal
system developed those sentiments of respect for, and toleration
of, another so essential. Human society is based on mutual
toleration, on each man's giving up something for the good
of all.

It was when man began to get clearer ideas of his own body,
to distinguish between the self and non-self, that the idea of
individual ownership became possible. The lack of knowledge
of the savage of the limits of his own self are surprising. 6

1 Primitive Folk. Elie Reclus. N. Y., 1891.
'Anthropology, p. 151.
8 Principles of Sociology, Vol. I, p. 68, Mr. Spencer says the savage

"lacks the extended consciousness of individual possession and under
his conditions it is impossible for him to have it established, as the
sentiment can be only by multitudinous experiences of gratifications
which possession brings, continued through several generations; it
cannot arise where circumstances do not permit these experiences.
Beyond the few rude appliances ministering to his bodily wants, the
primitive man has nothing that he can accumulate."

I Brinton: Pursuit of Happiness, P- 230.
6Tylor. E. B.: Early History of Mankind, p. 296 ft.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

When man arrived at a clear notion of himself as an isolated
individual, began to look in upon himself, he must have begun
to get glimpses at the concept of individual ownership. For
we find that the concept mine and self-consciousness are mutu
ally dependent. Those states which come up into conscious
ness, one can be aware of, but not unless they are tagged mine
will there be self-consciousness. It is here where the term
mine, the conscious idea of ownership, must have originated in
giving expression to these internal psychic states. The con
cept mine, then,is the focal point in self-consciousness. In
order that a person may recognize these parts of himself as
parts of himself, they must be recognized as his own. Neither
memory of nor cognition of experiences or psychic states can
be recognized as being a part of the ego if this concept mine is
not present in them; if the individual does not recognize him
self as the owner. So it must have been that the idea of indi
vidual ownership arose in recognizing internal psychic states,
together with one's body and bodily feelings as being parts of
self or belonging to self.

The earliest forms and usages of individual property show
there was a sort of transition period. That the savage could
not entirely think of external objects as mine and mine alone,
unless they had a subjective element or subjective relation.
Letourneau says; "The first private property was in objects
forming, so to speak, part of the person, such as weapons and
ornaments made by the yossessor himself, and generally put in
the grave with him." "Australians possess for personal
property thc objects attached to their persons, such as arms or
ornaments in the ear, lips, and noses; or skins of beasts for
clothing; stones laid in baskets woven of bark fastened to
body of the owner; personally appropriated by them, so to
say, incorporated with them. These objects are not taken away
from them at death, but are burned or buried with the corpses.
Names are among the primary individual property we meet
with." 2 ,. Rude weapons, fabrics, utensils, apparel, imple
ments of flint and stone, personal adornments represent the
chief items of property in savage life." 8 "In primitive soci
ety property extended to simgle personal belongings, to articles
of adornment, to trophies of the chase or war, and to tools and
weapons. "4 Dr. Rink says, the Eskimo recognizes ownership
only in weapons, fishing boats and tools. V6n Martius, speak
ing of certain Brazilian Indians, says: "Scarcely anything
is considered strictly as the property of the individual except

1 Letorneau: Property, its Origin and Development, p. 365.
2 La Fargue: Evolution of Property, p. 17.
8 Morgan, L. H.; Ancient Society, p. 527.
4 Giddings : Elements of Sociology, p. 246.
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THE: PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNE:RSHIP. 439

his arms, accoutrements, pipe and hammock. "Every man
claims a right in what he can make." 1 Haddon, in describing
a stone axe found among the people inhabiting the islands
about New Guinea, says: "The value of such an object
seems to depend on the amount of work required to produce
it; thus we arrive at certain primitive ideas. That work done
gives ownership." 2

We see from this that early ideas of individual ownership in
regard to external things rose out of the idea of work put on
them. The savage only possessed those things he made with
his own hands, as his weapons, tools, utensils, etc. These
things first existed as ideas in his mind, he thought of these in
a subjective way as his own. And when these through the
moulding and forming of material with his own hand and by
his individual labor took on external form, it was but natural that
the idea of individual ownership should extend to them. The
fact that most all objects of personal property are attached to
body, and the custom 8 of burning, breaking or burying these
articles with man at death is evidence of the close relations of
internal concept of ownership and external. Another sugges
tive fact is that the earliest forms of weapons were pushing
weapons.' This seems to point to the belief that the savage
considered his weapons almost as a part of his body rather
than as some external object he could wield.

This attaching and putting of articles owned on the body
intensified the feelings of ownership, through the feeling of
pleasure arising from continual contact and because of the
idea of permanence of ownership arising from the feeling that
articles were safe from danger when on the person. This ele
ment of safety played a great part in the savage mind. Can we
not account for the rise of ornaments in this way? Did not the
attaching of things on the body for ornament take origin origi
nally in this putting things owned on the body? Can we account
in any better way for some of the absurd customs of loading
one's body down with trophies, presents, weapons, etc." That
this custom of wearing property prevailed, resulted from the fact
that the savage learned the value of individual property in
individuating, in marking one man off from another. And so
ornaments in general may have taken rise.

This whole development of idea of individual ownership in

1 Brown, B.: Races of Mankind, Vol. I, p. 59 (Speaking of North-
west American Indians).

2 Evolution of Art, p. 78.
B Letorneau: Sociology. Chap. on Funeral Rites.
4 Cushing: American Anthropologist, 1895. Article on the Arrow.
6 For the way people loaded themselves down, see Spencer's Soci-

ology, Vol. II. Chapters on presents, trophies, badges, etc.
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44° THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

the savage mind but indicates one of the great influences prop
erty has had in the evolution of mind. As has been shown pre
viously the savage was originally in a state of lethargy. The only
incentive to activity was to satisfy bodily desires. But when man
had the notion ofacquiring in order to individuate self, to increase
self-importance, when he began to realize what individual proper
ty could do, life took on a different aspect for him. He broke away
from his laziness, threw off his lethargy. His mind was stirred
into activity. His desires became more numerous and extended
to various things. And, above all, the desire for individual
property is his first great incentive to labor. The effect of all
this on developing mind hardly can be overestimated. Self
consciousness, together with all those feelings of pride, emula
tion, rivalry and competition arise out of this. Perhaps there
is no one greater result arising from this than the development
of attention; as Ribot! says, voluntary attention is the product
of civilization, and that it is easily shown that before civiliza
tion, voluntary attention did not exist and that work is the con
crete, the most manifest form of attention. But the ability to
work has not come without a struggle. For as Ward" aptly
puts it, •• labor is not the natural condition of man. It must
have acquired a powerful motive to curb and steady the wild
and adventurous desires of the human heart and compose them
to the monotony of toiL" This incentive was the desire for
individual property and the love of power that property bring-so
The labor may have been the enforced labor of women and
slaves, but property was its incentive; and if attention has
resulted from continued labor, we owe its development originally
to individual ownership.

With the idea of individual ownership firmly rooted in the
human mind, the tendency would be for the individual to claim
all things he desired. The question now arises, not what are
the motives for individual acquisition, but what are the motives
which cause men to respect each other's possessions. If you
presuppose that the proprietary right is an inherent character
istic of mankind, this question of toleration or respect for the
property of one another is easily done away with. This is
exactly the view the popular mind and superficial considera
tions would assume. Occupancy was possession. Each man
recognized the natural right of the occupant. This is Black
stone's view, that of Roman law and the view in general. Sir
Henry Maine" shows this view of the property right being in
herent in man to be unscientific and irrational. Men had to learn

1 Psychology of Attention, p. 43 ft.
~DynamicSociology, Vol. I, p. 54!.
3 Ancient Law, p. 237 fi, Chap. VIII.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 441

to respect the rights of one another, and the proprietary right,
as every other such abstract notion, was a growth in the mind
of man.

If some right to possess individually did not exist, the idea
of individual ownership could never have gained strength. For
to own a thing implies a feeling of permanence in it; that one
will possess it for some length of time. As the bulk of property
was common in savage communities, and as the individual prop
erty was slightly confused with one's body, the idea of respect
for possession among one another did not have to be very strong.
As is natural under these conditions, individual ownership only
cropped out at first in those things which naturally fell to the
share of individuals and those things which did not interfere
with common ownership. Among these might be classed pres
ents given to those performing brave deeds in time of war, and
trophies taken on the field of battle or in the chase; rewards of
bravery, all of which were great stimuli for protecting and
looking after common interests. Another way private property
gained admittance was through inheritance. Sir John Lubbock
thinks that in cases of legal revenge and punishment we can trace
the origin of private property. He says: "When any rules
were laid down regulating the amount or mode of vengeance,
which might be taken in revenge for disturbance or where the
chief thought it worth while himself to settle disputes about
possession, and thus, while increasing his own dignity, to check
quarrels which might be injurious to the general interests of
the tribe; the natural effect would be to develop the idea of
mere possession into that of property. "1

Of all the different kinds of individual property which have
effected most the evolution of mind and strengthened the idea of
proprietary right, woman as property is perhaps the greatest.
Letourneau, speaking of the position of woman among Aus
tralians says: "she is his domestic animal, his thing, his crea
ture whom he has a right to beat, to hurt, to kill, or even if
need be to eat." t "The woman is only a chattel on the same
footing as the cow and the sheep, and she is accordingly ap
praised in terms of the ordinary media employed in the com
munity, whether it be in cows, horses, beads, skins or blank
ets." • " In most brutal tribes man asserts his right of owner
ship in woman. The process of mating is by brute force, mar
riage is by robbery, and woman is in wretched slavery." 4

" Women are prized as wives, as concubines, as drudges; the

1 The Origin of Civilization and Primitive Condition of Man, by Sir
John Lubbock, p. 318.

t Letourneau: Sociology, p. 379 ff.
~ Haddon: Evolution in Art, p. 229.
4 Brinton: Races and Peoples, pp. 53-54.
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44 2 THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

men having been killed, the women are carried off along with
other movables. "1 "Marriage as among other Indian tribes
is simply a matter of purchase. ' , 2 "Among all lowest hunting
savages among Australians, Veddahs, Botucudos, the woman
is not merely a sexual being. Her work is more valuable than
her sexual qualifications, for to her share falls the taking apart
and constructing the huts, the carrying of property during
wandering, the gathering of insects, roots and fuel, the finding
of wood, and most of all the preparing of food." 8

The reason woman is held as property is due to her physical
weakness and her peaceful character. As to why she was held
as private property instead of common, there are several rea
sons. Women were more numerous than men. For while
men were killed in war, women were held as captives." A man
could generally have a sufficiency of wives without interfering
with the interests of others. In addition to this Westmark 6

has clearly shown that among all savage peoples seme definite
marriage relation existed which would naturally result in the
ownership in women being individual. It is readily seen what
a valuable chattel woman must have been. For all the hard
work, all the drudgery, she performed. She too had to use all
her ingenuity to provide food for her husband when he returned
unsuccessful from the chase. If not she might become a victim
to his appetite. "Among savages it is really the women who
perform all the real labor of their societies. "e And this enforced
labor of women was not without its effects. For, as Dr. Cham
berlain says, woman is generally more intelligent than man
where stress is hard. This is because the stress falls on the
woman and it is her cunning, her ingenuity that is called into
play. Prof. Mason 7 likewise shows. many of the great arts
took rise in the mind of woman. It was the result of her
being property and forced to labor. Not only did she institute
many things of value, but we cannot but believe that it was
she who preserved art at times when the savage entered upon
a predatory life and would have lost all the progress he had
gained. Reclus in his Primitive Folk, speaking of the western
Inoits, says: ., Woman domesticated the animals." g These
are but instances of the influence that property in women ex-

1 Spencer, H.: Principles of Sociology, p. 650.
2Brown, R.: The Races of Mankind. Vol. I, p. 95.
SCUDOV, Heinrich: Die Oekonomische Grundlagen Mutterschaft.

Zeit. XVI, quoted from Solotaroff, H. American Anthropologist, Aug.,
1898. Article-Origin of Family.

·Spencer, Herbert: Principles of Sociology, p. 650.
b Human Marriage.
6Ward: Dynamic Sociology. Vol. I, p. 644.
7Woman's Share in Primitive Culture.
'p. 58.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 443

erted. So too it was in woman's mind that the idea of culti
vating the soil first originated, out of which grew that greatest
of institutions, agriculture. " It was the genius of woman that
invoked the aid of the fire fiend to devour the forests, it was
she who cleaned up the fields, planted the seeds, gave to the
crops of maize and pumpkins all the cultivation they got." 1

" Man is a warrior and hunter; he resigns to his wife the labor
of the fields." 2 "It is not impossible that this great revolution
was specially due to women who alone were primitively charged
with the collection of wild fruit and to whom for a long time
agriculture was exclusively left." 8 In all this we see how
property has influenced the development of mind. First it was
because woman was property that she was compelled to labor.
Secondly, the result of this labor was that woman was the main
provider and did most of the property getting. And it is this
labor, the ingenuity called forth in acquiring property which
results in making woman superior intellectually to man, and
history shows that property getting and intelligence are ever
correlated.

The growth of agriculture, together with domestication of
animals, caused a revolution in property and property ideas as
well as in society. From it resulted the introduction of slavery
in men, the domestication of animals, abolishing canabalism,
the growth of agriculture requiring more laborers. The domes
tication of animals and the growth of slavery gave rise to a
value which could be accumulated and something that could
be used as a commodity in exchange. 4 Agriculture and the
domestication of animals, by making means of subsistence pro
curable without co-operation, did away gradually with all owner
ship in common, the idea of proprietary right having gradually
developed through an ever increasing individual ownership.
The domestication of animals must have had great effect on
the primitive mind, for here, as Morgan says, was a "posses
sion of greater value than all kinds of property known pre
viously put together. They served for food, were exchangeable
for other commodities, were useful for redeeming captives, for
paying fines, and as a sacrifice for the observance of religious
rights. Moreover, as they were capable of indefinite multipli
cation in numbers, their possession revealed to the human mind
its first conception of wealth."5 This conception of wealth has
played no mean role in the evolution of mind as well as civili
zation. What inventions, what discoveries, what knowledge

lWoman's Share in Primitive Culture. Mason, O. T., p. 147.
2La Fargue, P.: The Evolution of Property, p. 37.
8 Letourneau : Property, its Origin and Development, p. 366.
fOur word pecuniary is derived from peens, cattle.
5 Morgan, L. H.: Ancient Society, p. 543.
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444 THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNHRSHIP.

have not resulted directly or indirectly from this seeking of
wealth. The science of chemistry was born and nurtured in that
of alchemy-s-a vain attempt to make gold. Agriculture and the
acquisition of property through it, has taken first rank in widen
ing the horizon of the mind, to say nothing of their effect on
progress. It was agriculture which tended to identify the fam
ily with the soil! and to give man a stability of mind and char
acter, one might almost say, a reflective turn of mind which a
wandering life would militate against. Further, to succeed in
getting wealth from the soil or from the raising of animals
necessitated a careful observation of plants and animals; one,
too, mnst learn of the weather and the seasons. And it was
thus in seeking for wealth that man was training those powers
of observation so necessary to the scientist; at the same time
he was picking up valuable information in natural philosophy.

Dress is a class of property which also has had much influ
ence on the development of mind. " Dress," says Professor
Starr, "generally has been developed out of ornament. That
it has, after being developed, often been turned into a modest
covering and a protection, is unquestioned. ,,2 "Ornaments are of
two kinds-those directly fixed into the body and those attached
by a cord or band. As soon as man hung an ornament on such
a band, dress evolution began." Dress had a great influence
on mind because it is one great means of expressing one's indi
viduality by external show, and also because of its power in
marking off or individuating. The only individuality some
people have is that expressed in their dress. (So it is that, as
Professor Starr says), "in looking over the history of the race,
we find many inventions have resulted, many discoveries been
made, many arts been developed, in pursuit of new materials
for attire and general intelligence has been increased thereby. lIS

Along with the great influences of property on mind and
civilization modifying and changing both man's life and society,
we should naturally expect there would have been developed a
type of mind peculiarly adapted for the acquisition of property.
Brooks Adams" attempts to show that economic competition has
developed or selected minds best adapted to control and a type
of mind in which love of gain is paramount, with indifference
to the opinion and feelings of one's neighbors, with much self
reliance and unusual indus try . He calls this the economic type
of mind. La Pouge goes further. 6 He thinks he has proven

1 Morgan, L. H.: Ibid, p. 543.
2 Popular Science Monthly. Vol. XXXIX, p. 789. Also Letourneau:

Sociology. Chapter on genesis of shame.
8 Popular Science Mouthly, Vol. XL.
4Lawof Civilization and Decay.
6 Les Selections Sociales.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 445

clearly that the wealth producers or money makers and non
money makers have two distinct types of head as well as mind.
The dolicho-cephalic are the money makers; the brachio-cephalic,
the non-money makers. Though this may be going too far,
still La Pouge has brought forward much evidence. At least
it but shows that property getting as well as the having has
had a much wider influence than is imagined.

In connection with property, especially property as power,
are found some psychoses of not a little value: obedience to
command and willingness almost amounting' to a desire among
a mass of people to be led; the tendency of people to believe
in and give way to a man who makes large assumptions; the
general feeling of contempt for a man who performs manual
labor, in particular the agriculturist, arising from the time
when no man who labored was a gentleman; considering wealth
instead of merit the mark of superiority; feelings of servility
and littleness in the presence of wealth. Pride is but a sense
of superiority arising from the fact that one owes much of value
and worth to society and friends. Vanity is the same feeling
minus any such possessions.

Mr. Worthington says: "The attainment by man of that
state of civilized life which suggested the advisability of, or
necessity for, any system of government was coeval with the
development of man's acquisitiveness and the possession of in
dividual property. In other words, the idea of government
was suggested and the institution in its primitive form was
established chiefly for the protection of property and life;
and the proper functions of government are to this day fully
exercised when protection to life and property have been secured
and peaceful and uninterrupted possession of these established
and maintained." 1 The strength of the aphorism" property is
power," is apparent from this standpoint. He who possesses
most is most powerful. Not only is this true in the history of
the individual, but also in the history of civilization. Dr.
Brinton says: "So far as we can trace the history of man
from the Old Stone Age upward, the one efficient motive to his
progress has been the acquisition and the preservation of his
property. This has been the immediate aim of aU his arts and
institutions, and the chief incentive to individual exertion.v'"
L. H. Morgan says. that monogamy resulted from increase in the
variety and amount of property through the establishment
of inheritance in the children of its owner; that the influence
of property in the civilization of mankind it· is impossible to
overestimate; that it was the power that brought the Aryan

lWorthinj1;ton, S.: Politics and Property, or Phonocracy, p. 6.
2Brinton, D. G.: Pursuit of Happiness, p. 118.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

and Semitic nations out of barbarism into civilization; the
growth of the idea of property in the human mind commenced
in feebleness and ended in becoming its master passion; that
government and laws are instituted with primary reference to
its creation. It introduced slavery and, after an experience of
several thousand years, it caused abolition of slavery upon the
discovery that a free man was a better property making machine. 1

Montesquieu, in his L'Esprit des Lois, tells how that in the
Middle Ages the fear and superstition of the people was worked
upon by both nobles and priests to embezzle them out of their
belongings. And it was this wealth which by easing the hard
struggle with cosmic forces for a few select ones made possible
and gave opportunity for the rise of that learning and culture
which has had such a great effect on the development of mind
as well as civilization.

The history of the evolution of culture has been the history
of the leisure class. The leisure class had its birth with the
beginning of wealth and was alone made possible by the estab
lishment of ownership. S

In the light of the preceding, we cannot but conclude that
there has been no greater factor than property in broadening
and developing mind and civilization.

SECTION III. OWNERSHIP IN CHILDREN.

The study of the child mind in relation to ownership takes
an increased interest and value, if its property activities be re
garded both as recapitulatory of the racial attitude to property
and antir:ipatory' of the adult's serious wrestling with property
and fortune. Cataloguing the activities under these two cate
gories is left largely to the reader. \Ve indicate here from
answers to the questionnaire, the beginnings of the sense of
ownership and property-getting activities in general as found
in child life.

In answer to rubric I. (a) [see syllabus] I8S returns were
received - 93 males, 92 females - ages from 3 months to 72
months. These are divided into six groups,-3 to 6 months, 7 to
12 months, 13 to 18 months, 19 to 24 months, 2S to 36 months,
37 to 72 months.

First Group, 3 to 6 months, 39 cases.
F., 4 months. Cries whenever bottle is taken from her. Even if

bottle was empty would not let it leave her sight unless given another.
One lady writes: The first signs of ownership are exhibited when

the child will not allow others to interfere with its bottle.

1 Ancient Society, p. 505.
2The Theory of the Leisure Class. Thornton Problem, N. Y.
3Groos, Karl: The play of Animals. 1898.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 447

F., 4 months. Never showed sense of special ownership until an
other baby was brought to visit her. The second child was given F.'s
rattle, whereupon F. began to cry and reach for it.

F., 6 months. In trying to amuse this child I took its rattle. She
at once stretched out her hands uttering little sounds as um, um,
first time she had laid claim to anything.

F., 6 months. Given a rag doll, seemed to know doll belonged to
her. When taken from her or when another child had it, began to cry
and held out its hands immediately.

F.,4 months. Played with a rubber ring. I picked it up, she be
gan to cry and hold out her hands. Put it down and she stopped cry
ing. Repeated with same result.

Second Group, 7 to I2 months,58 cases.
M., 8 months, was given a go-cart and after riding in it at differ

ent times, M., age 7 months, sat in it. M., 8, cried, pulled his dress
and hair until he got it.

F., 12 months, was given a little white rocking chair in which she
sat most of the time, would not let anyone touch it.

F., 12 months, very fond of her cradle, always liked to be in it. If
she saw anyone sitting in it, she would endeavor to pull them away
and would cry.

F., 9 months, had a tin rabbit that was pulled around by a string.
When another little child took it she would reach her hands for it.

F., II months. Before she could walk or talk, seemed to think she
owned her mother's lap and cried when anyone else attempted to
occupy it.

Third Group, I3 to I8 months, 27 cases.
M" 13 months. When Edward saw another child sitting in his little

red chair, he at once wanted to sit in it. He would not sit in his
sister's chair.

M., 18 months, owned a cap. My brother put it on his head. The
little boy ran to him and cried" Take that off, that Harry's hat."

F., 18 months, had a little blanket she would not go to sleep with
out. She always cried" My blankie, my blankie," till she got it.

F., 18 months. Had a pretty little chair; if other children would
sit on it or put their dolls on it, she would cry until they were taken
off.

Fourth Group, I9 to 2'1 months, 23 cases.
M., 20 months. Had been given a great many playthings, but the

things he seemed really to care for and to own were a woolly lamb and
some building blocks.

M., 24 months, given a jumping-jack. He never seemed to make
any claim to it, until one day a stranger said it was his. Immediately
he declared that it was his.

M., 24 months, showed plainly he owned a toy express wagon by
taking it away from a boy who came to see him, saying" That's my
waggie."

M., 20 months, was given a toy horse. His brother wanting to play
with it was going to take it away. J. would not let him have it, nor
would he ever let him play with it.

Fifth Group, 25 to 36 months, 2'1 cases.
F., 36 months. Mother bought her a woolly coat. She was very

proud of it and wanted to wear it whenever she went out. She did
not like anyone else to touch it.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY or OWNERSHIP.

M., 36 months, claimed one of his father's canes as his horse.
M., 27 months, had a piece of clothes line which he was very fond

of. He used to throw it over the back of a chair and play horse with it.
F., 36 months. When years old saw a toy kitchen which she called

a dust pan. Prom the day she saw it she was never quiet until her
mother bought her one to play with.

Sixth Group, 37 to 72 months, 10 cases.
F., 48 months. When she was four years old, everything that was

given her she kept in a box placed in one corner of a room. She was
much displeased if anyone should even raise the lid of the box.

F., 5 months, used to hide or sit on all her playthings.
F., 72 months. Owned a ball of which she wasvery fond. Kept it

hid where no one could find it. Having a place for and hiding articles
possessed are the common features of this group.

Our interest in these returns lies in what they suggest as to
the way in which the property instinct and conceptbecame etched
so deeply into the mind.

It appears that those things which give satisfaction to the
sensory side of the human organism are the earliest to be
drafted in as property. Gradually objects that may be acted
upon, that exercise the motor side are laid claim to. The human
infant, like the young of all vertebrates, reacts the earliest and
most vigorously at all those points that give information about
want-satisfying objects. It goes without saying that objects
which satisfy these "want-points" are the ones first claimed.
It is not chance, then, that the highest per cent. of objects
claimed by infants 3 to 6 months of age should be those that
satisfy hunger or are instrumental in doing so. In the second
group-e-r to 12 months-objects appealing to sight are far in
the lead. Objects satisfying the sense of touch rank next,
followed by those appealing to taste and smell (hunger). The
eye soon becomes the chief mind-feeder. Its objects have a
permanency essential to the growth of the property concept.
Objects that administer to bodily comforts, as a "special chair, "
" mother's lap," "a carriage," etc., begin to be appropriated
at this age. Preferring certain spots in exclusion to others ap
parently as comfortable is a wide spread animal trait. This is
true of nearly all domestic animals. The third group-s-r g to
18 months-introduces for the first time articles of motion, e. g.,
go-cart, buggy, toy engines. etc., and articles of dress. At
this age the motor-side begins its call for objects on which it
may operate. In the fourth group-e-re to 24 months-articles
of motion are predominant. Articles used in imitation plays
come in. The fifth group-s-ag to 36 months-shows that articles
used in imitation plays are most frequently claimed and owned.
The articles appropriated in the last group--37 to 72 months
are of a miscellaneous character. The most interesting and
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 449

significant fact presented is the effort ofthe child to hide whatever
possessed.

The sense of ownership finds expression in children not able
to talk in those "expressive" movements of body-of the
hands-reaching and clasping; of the feet kicking; of the face
anger, pleasure, satisfaction; by crying, laughing, and other
characteristic sounds common to infants.

These are the objective facts noted by the observers. Here
and there we get hints of the child's attitude-consciously and
unconsciously-toward property. The following facts may be
noted. (I) In every case, from the youngest to the oldest, it was
necessary that the child have the article entirely to itself; com
munism was out of the question. Extreme selfishness seems
to be the rule; (2) generally the child does not lay claim to
an object until it sees the object in the possession of another,
or when some one else tries to take the article-in fact, at this
point, the sense of ownership first gives itself definite objective
expression; (3) The extreme forms of isolation and exclusion
-two fundamental elements in the sense of ownership, crop
out in the child hiding its possessions I have found no case
of hiding articles under four years of age; (4) The child may
have a fairly clear idea of possessing an article himself, while
not conceiving the same feelings to be present in any other
child.

Here the question may be raised: At what age does the child
have a clear notion of the concept mine f It is believed that
the child under three years has an inadequate knowledge of
his own body and of self.! Up to the second year it does not
use me or mine, and very probably then does not understand
their significance. ~ To illustrate this, Dr. Ladd one day asked
a little girl what the I was that loved papa. She seemed not
to understand for a minute, then she said: "0, now I know,
it is my arms, because I hug him with them, and my lips be
cause I kiss him with them.' II Sully" says: " In this crude
idea of self before the meaning of the " I " becomes clear, we
have to suppose that the child does not fully realize the opposi
tion of self to not-self, but rather tends to regard himself as a
kind of thing after the analogy of other objects. In section II,
it was maintained that it was impossible for the savage to have
a clear conception of ownership until he had learned the bound
aries of his ego, to distinguish self from not-self, and the same
holds true of the child. No being can conceive of an article

1 Hall, G. Stanley: Early Sense of Self. Am. Jour. of Psy., 1898.
I Moore, K. C.: Mental Development of the Child. Psy. Rev. Supp.,

P·141 •
8 Ladd : Descriptive and and Experinlental Psychology.
• Sully: Human Mind. Vol. I, p. 476.
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45° THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

belonging to himself, if that self is not to some extent known.
The conscious concept of property and of self thus seems to
develop pari passu.

In answer to rubric 1. (b) [see syllabus] received 188 an
swers-88 females, 100 males, ages I to 14 years. The follow
ing articles were collected by 188 children: Money, stones,
blocks, cards, stamps, drawings of engines, marbles, bottles,
handkerchiefs, spools, pipes, pieces of dress goods, nails, leaves,
nuts, buttons, strings, insects, butterflies, beetles, pencils, frogs,
carpenter's tools, garden utensils, flowers, dishes, broken china,
shells, dolls, ribbon strings, pins, acorns, tin articles, paper
dolls, old kid gloves, balls, fans, corks, salt cellars, ink bottles,
hats, cigar pictures, colored glass, seeds, toy boats, knives,
keys, boxes, colored rags, sleds, wagons.

The articles that the child collects, as previously shown, de
pend on the environment and home training. The child in
herits only the activity to collect. To have something, to own
something is needed to fill up an empty gap in the child's life.
The article may be utterly useless: a heap of stones, pieces of
wood, leaves, old gloves, rotten strings,-things for which the
child itself could not invent a reason for collecting. The treat
ment of the collection is probably the best evidence as to the
motive for collecting. It appears that the majority of children
from 2 ~ to 6 years old either neglect their collections as fast
as made, or hide them, taking a peep at them from time to
time, but never making any use of them. This period of col
lecting might be termed a purely instinctive one. It would be
worth some one's time to gather a wide range of data upon
this one point. Our own returns (188) are inadequate to war
rant conclusions. From 6 to 14 the disposition of the articles
is indeed varied. They are hidden or forgotten; traded for
others; kept to show playmates; kept through imitation and
emulation, in order to get more than some one or anyone else;
sold for money; kept to play with; kept as ornaments-as beauti
ful shells, flowers, etc.; and kept to work with. The motives
prompting and controlling the collecting activities of the child
appear then to be, instinctive," imitative, emulative, utilitarian,
love of display, and love of the beautiful.

The most wide spread and interesting phenomenon connected
with collecting is hiding the articles. The child takes a keen
pleasure in having things that it may" use and abuse," hidden
in some place which no one else knows about. Displaying
them to friends occasionally is a pleasureable act, but the pleas-

1 Kleptomania is an abnormal instance of this instinct. The subject
cannot control his impulse to take any article he sees. He does not
care for it afterward particularly. He must needs take it to satisfy
his impulse.
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'tHE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 45 1

ure is much sweeter if the articles are produced from quarters
known only to itself. The love of displaying possessions,
thereby attracting attention and eliciting praise, is characteristic
of very young children. Sully! thinks love of approbation in
the child is one way in which self-consciousness is developed.
The following cases are typical of a number received on this
point:

M., 4 years. Collected a large number of uncolored pictures. After
gathering a box full he painted them, pasted them in a box and showed
them to everyone who came in.

F., 7 years, made a large collection of shells which sbe kept on a
stand in the sitting-room. She was very fond of showing them, but
did not want anyone else to touch them.

M., 5 years, collects all the spools he can get, makes no use of them,
but when his motber has company, be brings them out to show.

The collecting of money among children is common. This
perhaps is due as much to suggestion as from any primary real
ization on the part of the child of the value of money. Col
lecting money is common to all ages from I to 14. The per
cent. of boys is larger than that of girls in 135 cases.

M., 5 years. Saves every cent he can get which he keeps in a bank
and if he wants any mouey to buy candy or anything with, he will
ask some one else for money.

M., 3 years, would collect all the pennies he could get and hide
them, where he thought no one would find them.

M.,3 years, asked everyone who came to the house for money. If
they gave him a silver piece, his eyes would sparkle and he would
say-" That is worth something." but if given a penny, he would look
at it and say-" Not worth much." Both. however, he would put
away and not spend.

M., 2 years. My brother began to collect money when about 2
years old. Would ask his father for money and do things to earn
money. Would not spend a cent, but continually tried to get more.

It appears that money is not collected with an idea of its
purchasing power, but rather as something desirable to hoard,
something not to use, but to save. We do not, however, put
mnch faith in money collecting and saving as an activity re
fleeting a " money sense," for getting money is a thing which
parents are constanly suggesting and encouraging in their
children.'

Interesting in this connection are the money superstitions
current among children .

.. I remember two superstitions about money. One was a pot of gold
at the end of the rainbow, and the other, if a piece of down from milk
weed came to you and you caught it and told it to bring you twenty
five cents it would surely do so."

1 Sully: Human Mind. Vol. II, p. 101.
2 For further study of money ideas in children, see article" Money

Sense in Children," by Mr. Monroe. Ped, Sem., Vol. VI, p. 153.
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45 2 THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

"I had heard about finding money in chimneys that were old."
"I never had any superstitions about money only' The more you

spend, the more you get.' "
.. Whenever I found a cent, I often passed the place again and always

looked to see if there was any more there."
.. I had a superstition about money and that was I thought when

there were bubbles on the coffee, if it was, a large circle I was surely
going to get 50 cents or a dollar-that is, if I could drink it without
separating it-and if it was smaller, I was going to get a less amount
of money."

"If a number of names beginning with the letter m were placed
under a mossy stone and left there a week, you would find money at
the expiration of that time."

.. Vt:ry often I would make a hundred marks on a paper, each repre
senting a white horse I had seen. I would then place it under a stone
and expect to find money within a certain number of days."

.. One superstition I had was if a person had white specks on the
finger uails, one would be rich. Another, that if you had long hair
on your wrist, you would be rich."

"If the palm of the left hand is itchy you will receive money."
"If you dream of, counting your money, it is a sign of acquiring

wealth."
" If you found any money and did not keep it, you would not have

good luck."
"I had great faith in • find a black tin, find a dollar.' "
"I thought if I got motley on New Year's Day that I would get

money every day in the year."
"One very common superstition was the saying' money' three times,

every time we saw a star fall."
"If we ever found a horse shoe with any nails in it, we were to ob

tain or receive a hundred dollars for each one. To find a pin with the
head point toward you was thought to be a sign of increase in finances."

" We would go around and ask each person to bow his head and when
we got a hundred crosses on a paper, each cross representing a bow,
we would put it in the ground and would expect to find money in its
place after three days."

"One thing impressed upon me very much as a child was that my
arm being so long was the sign of riches. I knew also that the find
ing of silver money was a warning of coming riches."

.. The only superstition I had about money was that some day I
would be rich because my two front teeth were separated quite a little,
and I was told that was a sign."

We asked in rubric II (a) for a description of a child who
wants to own everything; who steals, begs, and cheats to
acquire property. 406 cases are described-c-aoa males, 144 fe
males, ages from I year to 17 years.

Nearly every return gave an instance of a child who wished
to own property far in excess of his wants or his ability to use
the same aright. And over 80% of the 406 cases described a
child who would beg, cheat, or steal to get the coveted article.
Value did not seem to be taken into account. They were not
regarded by the observers as peculiar or exceptional children.
They would seem to be anybody's children; the average child.
The following are typical cases.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 453

M., 4 years, wishes to own everything he lays his eves on-cards,
stamps, bottles, pictures, etc.; he steals and begs and uses various
schemes to get what he fancies. Makes no particular use of them, [ust
wishes to keep them.

M., 5 years, is fond of slate pencils; often steals pupils' slate
pencils when they are not in their seats. When questioned by his
teacher how the pencils got into his pockets, he answered: " They
must fall in my pocket."

M., 5. "Steals hammers and nails from the shop. Took empty
dinner pails that men had left in the barn. Will ask for food when he
is not hungry, and will store it away. Tried to steal a wheelbarrow,
but it proved too heavy for him to move."

P., 8, bought a dress which she charged to her grandmother. Then
took it to the dressmaker's and ordered it made up, but she never
went after it. Entered another store and ordered two handsome pic
tures sent home. She went to a milliner's and selected two hats ann
ordered them trimmed, but never went for them. All these things
she charged to her grandmother. Family suspected brain trouble, so
sent her to a home for feeble minded. They, however, claimed there
was nothing the matter with the child's brain, but that in fact she was
a particularly bright child."

M., 5 years, frequents our house when we are eating. He will say,
"What is that? I wish I had some. We never have that at our
house, but it looks good."

M., 8. "Always getting' things by begging, cheating and stealing.
Tells his mother that they were given to him. He begs things for the
church and keeps them for himself. He tells the neighbors' servants
that such a boy sent him for his foot-ball, and then runs home
with it."

Pedagogical inferences and suggestions are in the main patent.
In some schools pedagogy is already plying her tools to this
never failing ore supply. We venture the suggestion that col
lecting may advantageously be connected with uature study,
geography, art, etc., making what might be a laborious task
coincide with a fundamental desire. The child who makes col
lections of insects, birds' eggs, leaves or flowers, translates
the beauties of nature into terms of self. They become thus a
part of him, and nature is brought nearer. Emulation and
rivalry in collecting would help to make the study more easy. 1

Another fact of not a little value is the habit of neatness,
arranging by order, giving an idea of system and method, which
collections bring out in the child. A large per cent. of children
in the returns were most particular in regard to this. The
power of observation is trained in the child's always having an
eye out for certain things. Furthermore the child in making
collections puts his own labor in the gathering. Hence these
collections represent his own self. This is why the child will
consider collections of old stones, or other objects of little worth,
of much more value often than their brightest and most attract
ive toys. His own labor has given them their value. In our

1 In some schools this is carried out alld with advantage,
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454 THE PSYCHOI,OGY OF OWNERSHIP.

anthropological section it was seen that the first idea of indi
vidual ownership arose in those things in which man had put
his labor, his inventive genius in making. The stamp of his
own personality was on them.

The writers believe that as in labor ownership was conceived,
so in labor are its real sweets to be found; and that ownership
in general, which does not result from labor of some kind, has
an artificiality about it, though it stands for the real thing, it
is not. It is this artificial notion of ownership which has created
the idea that manual labor is degrading, and which, in fact but
a few years back, held that all labor was degrading-beneath a
gentleman.

Here lies the true value of manual training in our schools.
That the child may learn how much more valuable is the article,
which he had made with his own hands by his own labor. It
gives a knowledge from whence the sweetness of possession
derives its source. The technique is of practical use, the learn
ing how is valuable; but much more valuable is it for the child
to learn the divinity of labor. No one who has worked with
hammer and saw, and learned how rich in pleasure is the pos
session of an article derived from hard labor, can consider work
a degradation. It puts the child in sympathy with labor and
the laborer. Looked at from this point of view, no one factor
has greater possibilities of developing the child than that of
manual training. It puts the child in sympathy with men.
He rubs in large grains of the stuff we call humanity, and for
this reason it is essential that the child should be allowed to
make things he wants, and also that the things made should
belong to him.

We have found in these two rubrics, that the desire to own
is one of the strongest passions in child life; that selfishness is
the rule; that children steal, cheat or lie without scruple to
acquire property; that they have no idea of a proprietary right.
These generalizations will hold almost without exception for
children under five years, for many children under ten, and in
some cases even up to fifteen years of age. These things are
natural in the child. Parents as a rule are continually strug
gling to keep them down; to teach principles of unselfishness;
to teach not to lie, steal, cheat and beg; to respect the rights
of others. This method may meet with more or less success.
The writers of this paper are inclined, from reading over the
rubrics and from personal experience, to say less. Tbe problem
is-wbat is tbe rigbt method? Shall we hold with Calvin tbat
the child is naturally a depraved being and that by hook or by
crook we must take it out of him; or with Rousseau that by
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THE PSYCHOr.OGY OF OWNERSHIP. 455

nature the child is good and that nature wills the child to be a
child before he is a man, and so "Let children be children. "

Do we believe that the child recapitulates history of the race?
If so we may not be surprised to find the passion for property
getting a natural one, nor that the child lies, cheats and steals
to acquire it or that selfishness rules the child's actions. Sel
fishness is the cornerstone of the struggle for existence, decep
tion is at its very foundation) while the acquiring of property
has been the most dominant factor in the history of men and
nations. These passions of the child are but the pent up forces
of the greed of thousands of years. They must find expression
and exercise, if not in childhood, later. Who knows but what
our misers are not those children grown up whom fond mothers
and fathers forced into giving away their playthings, into the
doing of unselfish acts, in acting out a generosity which was
neither felt nor understood. Not to let these activities have
their play in childhood is to run great risk. It does no good
to make the child perform moral acts when it does not appre
ciate what right and wrong mean, and to punish a child for not
performing acts which his very nature compels him to do, is
doing that child positive injury.

During the period of adolescence, generosity and altruism
spring up naturally." Then why try to force the budding plant
into blossom? Instruct them by all means, teach them the right;
but if this fails, do not punish, but let the child be se-lfish, let
him lie and cheat, until these forces spend themselves." Do not
these experiences of the child give to man in later life a moral
virility? Is not a man the stronger man for having in child
hood done some of these acts? Has he not a more robust per
sonality after them? He knows what it is to have sinned. He
knows what he has to meet or stand against. These rank self
ish deeds are giving the child an idea of self. The child must
learn by them the idea of ownership before he can appreciate
ownership in others.

The next question asked was--describe a child who persists

1 Burnham, W. H.: The Study of Adolescence, Ped, Sun., Vol. I, p.
176.

Hall, G. S.: The Moral and Religious Training of Adolescence, Ped.
Sem., Vol. V, pp. 205-206.

Lancaster, E. G.: The Psychology and Pedagogy of Adolescence,
Ped. Sem., Vol. III, p. 61.

2This lying, stealing and cheating in early childhood is not lying
and stealing in reality at all. There is little moral element in it. Right
and wrong are words which rest lightly on the child before they have
learned to understand their meaning; and as Dr. Chamberlain says,
the child is no criminal, no sava~e, is not bad in itself. It is the influ
ence of restrictions upon these Instincts which make the child bad.
To the chilrl all things are possible, good and bad. Results are what
come from environment and education.

4
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

in amassing a special article; also a child with a passion to trade.
(I) Very little is brought out in answer to the first of these
questions besides that brought out in I:b. Cases of girls col
lecting were much more numerous than those of boys; articles
collected came under the same general classes as made above.
Trading is peculiarly a boy's trait, very few instances of girls
being given. Every return described a boy who had a passion
for trade. How strong this passion is among boys everyday
experience teaches us.

M., 7 years. Had a knife he was very proud of, but when T. came
to house with a drum H. wanted to trade the knife for the drum.
When he obtained the drum he traded it for a bat, then the bat for a
toy gun. He did the same way with all his possessions, even wished
to trade his clothes. One day he traded his old straw hat for a mar
ble, and was very proud of the deal.

M., 8 years. Has a great passion for trading. Everything he gets he
tries to trade, not for the sake of gaining, for most of the time he
loses, but just to satisfy his passion. He one time traded his hat; one
warm day after school he traded his shoes. He even speaks of trading
his father's house.

M., 12 years. Trades his things with his friends, and always gets the
best of the bargain. He says he has a great knife at home, and praises
it so that the boys are very anxions to obtain it. He lets on he does n't
want to part with it, and gets the boys so crazy they are willing to give
most anything for it. When he thinks he has found something better
than the knife, he hesitates a little and then makes the bargain.

M., 16 years. Was known in school as the" Old Trader." Everyday
he had something that he wanted" to trade off." He trades chiefly in
knives, watches and fancy marbles.

Anyone who knows boys knows how strong is their passion
to trade. It seems necessary for their development. The trad
ing is not so much for gain or for any specific article, as it is
to satisfy the desire or passion. It but emphasizes again how
much property and property getting makes up of life. In the
history of the race.Iwhen men began to trade, it marked the be
ginning of a great epoch. Dr. Chamberlain says that variations
in the race commenced when man began to trade and fight.
Trading is certainly a controlling element in the nature of de
veloping the boy. It is an activity which could be used to much
advantage in attracting boys to school. What interest it would
rouse in the boy, bubbling over with the desire to trade and do
business, if there were some system of banks or trading posts
connected with the schools. 1 It is these things that the nature
of the child goes out to that education needs to discover.

Rubric III. (I) Received 187 answers to this rubric-e-va
cases being females, 67 males, 42 where quarrel was between
male and female, 4 sex not given, ages of children from 3 to

I School savings banks have been established in France with great
success, and to some extent in England and America. Some very inter-
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 457

14 years. The quarrels were decided in five ways: (r ) by
some older person stepping in, 78 cases; (2) by strength or
force. One child taking possession and holding it, 27 cases;
(3) by children coming to some agreement as dividing, neither
having article, or by one making some compensation to others,
27 cases; (4) by destruction of article either during quarrel or
after it, 2X cases; (5) by one child giving in to another because
of its persistent selfishness or strong will, x7 cases.

F., 2 and 3 years. K. and R. were given blocks to play with. One
of them kept taking the other's blocks. Then they began to quarrel;
neither one would give up her blocks. Finally they became so angry
K. up and danced around the floor in her temper, while R. sat on the
floor and cried. The mother heard the noise and came to the rescue.
She took the blocks away from them.

M., 7 and 8 years. Walking with me over a field one day these two
boys simultaneously found a watermelon. Each, of course, wanted
it; it was a very small one, and not even ripe. They quarreled until
one got it from the other and, taking it, threw it on the ground as
much as to say. " There; you got it." Such cases as these I know
many. Boys quarrel, then one gets it, and instead of keeping it, as
one might suppose, he throws it away or destroys it.

F. A man who was passing along street one day threw a light
colored picture to two little girls. One of the children took posses
sion of it, whereupon a quarrel ensued. Then S. quarreled as only
children can, each claimed it and said the man meant it for her. They
both cried, yet neither would part without settling the matter. Fin
ally they decided to tear the picture in two pieces, each taking half.
This was done, and by so doing the picture was spoiled, but the chil
dren were happy and the quarrel made up.

F., 6 and 7 years. Not long ago I saw two children quarreling over
a piece of broken china, which they both wanted to ornament their
play-house with. Each had hold of it. Finally the elder snatched
it from the younger one and threw it down on flagging, breaking it
into many pieces. In a very little while the combat was forgotten.

F. M., 16., had a doll which A. was sure belonged to her and she
wanted it. She asked M. to give it to her, but she would not. She
tried very hard for a few minutes to make M. give it to her, but finally
she gave it up and let M. keep it.

In nearly all cases it was found if one child got the article
that it did not seem to care about the article itself, and if the
other child was not around so it could show its possession and
thus tantalize other child, it cared no more about it. The
object in asking this question was if possible to get some

esting articles have been written on this subject showing the advan
tages of school savings banks. See, e. s-, the following:

Lend a Hand, 1895, Vol. XV, p. 202.
Journal of Social Science, Dec., 1888, No. XXV, Part 1.
Educational Review, Vol. III, p. 72.
Annals of American Academy of Political Science, Vol. III, pp. 92

93, Vol. IV, pp. 972-974.

International Congress on Education, Vol. II, pp. 623-638.
Thiry, J. H.: School Savings Banks in the United States. New York.

1890 .
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

light on the problem-what conception of right or privilege
in possession in another has the child? How does the concep
tion of proprietary right rise in the child? Is such a concep
tion to be presupposed in the child as Blackstone presupposes
it in early man, when he laid down the principle that first pos
session or first occupation was recognized as the right for an
individual to own? Does the conception of proprietary right
arise only through laws and restrictions imposed by a ruler,
the principle laid down by Hume in the Leviathan; or is this
conception a result of evolution, arising gradually in the child,
as we attempted to show it did in man, by a gradually increas
ing intelligence-a closer adaptation of man to his fellow-men,
making finer discriminations with the increasing complexity of
his surroundings.

The results of the rubric in throwing light here were not very
satisfactory. That the child at this early age has no such con
ception to start with is most clear, as this rubric and rubric I
and II show. That out of their quarrels over articles, claimed
by each, children must get some idea of a right in another to
own, is clear. But the fact of parents interfering in so many
cases, though this interference may teach ideas of the privi
leges of others. yet it vitiates the results by not letting the idea
develop of itself, if it will. The cases in which children come
to an agreement by themselves show that the child here recog
nizes some right in another; also cases where one child gives
up to another more persistent. These cases, it is significant,
occur among children 6 or 7 years of age and older. Younger
children do not settle in this way. This seems to give support
to the view we have taken in our anthropological study, that
the conception of a proprietary right is a growth. One fact
shown in this rubric is that in children under six, the desire
for the article, to say" I want it," is sufficient reason to the
child to have or own it, and it is because of this that quarrels
over ownership are so common in children. Property is also
one of the first things children quarrel over.

Rubric IV. (I) Received 305 returns-I 33 females, 72 males,
ages 4 to IS years.

State of children in first few moments is either extreme ex
altation in which impulse is to run, dance or shout: or all action
seems to be inhibited; or a combination of these two much like
and often approaching hysteria. After this first shock, the one
idea is to have everyone see it and make much of it. The
child lavishes the utmost amount of care; will scarcely touch
the article; will allow no one else to touch it; will not let it
leave his sight. Some sentences are quoted here taken at ran
dom from different papers:-" danced around with great glee
could not speak one word-I laughed and cried at once-at
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP. 459

first could not say anything but just stood and looked at it
jumped upon the floor, shouting and clapping her hands-so
pleased she could not stop laughing-jumped up and down,
clapping her hands and screaming with delight; did nothing
but jump and laugh-did not speak for five minutes-face was
all smiles, eyes wide open-became bashful, ran and got behind
her mother-stood as though struck dumb for one moment,
then danced and fairly screamed-so overcome she could not
say a word-turned pale, held it at arm's length from him and
never moved or said a word, finally broke down and cried
gave one loud shout-gave a little squeal of delight-hugged
and kissed it, danced round and round it (a trunk)-I stood
and looked but did not touch them, I had a feeling if I did they
would vanish-so excited I could not sit still-gazed at it con
tinually-had a feeling of great joy-was so happy could hardly
walk around with it (a doll)-jumped up and down with joy
sat on it (sled)-elasped and unclasped her hands-eheeks grew
pink-walked around and around with it, was so surprised
could not speak a word-hardly left it out of her sight-said,
it made me feel so jolly when I saw it sticking out of my stock
ing-was afraid to touch it or go near it, and simply stood there
awe struck-grew exceedingly pale, then flushed and smiled
brightly, and finally burst into a passion of tears-so overjoyed,
cried and forgot to thank my parents-I jumped up and down,
laughed and cried In the same breath-I first cried, then I
laughed, then cried again-burst into tears-hugged it, kissed
it, smelled it-could not speak for joy-burst into tears and
could not be comforted for some time-was afraid to touch it."

This naive spontaneity of the child gives to us an insight
into the effects of property on the mind. Things are never so
real, never so large, as in childhood. As the individual grows
older, his experiences have broadened so much his horizon that
it takes great events or circumstances to affect him. As Hoff
ding says. the young man on beholding for the first time some
grand and beautiful spectacle in nature, as a scene in the Alps,
feels his soul swell up within him, his personality expands, em
bracing it all, the whole aspect of the world and life seems
changed and new, while the man who has looked on the same
scene many times has no such feelings. He may appreciate it
more, but his personality has enlarged to that extent that he is
affected but little. This is why in studying men, the difficulty
of finding the things which affect mind is so difficult; not so in
the child.

So it is we see that these spontaneous reactions of the child
on receiving some long desired article give evidence of not a
little value in respect to the large part that ownership plays in
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

widening the scope of the mind and in enlarging self and self
feelings.

Rubric V. 1 To the first part of this rubric, received 150

answers-e-ra females, 39 males, 37 sex not given, ages 3 to 18
years. Average age about 8 years.

140 of 150 cases show that children take much better care
of their own property than that of another, that children are
careful of ther own possessions. Only 10 cases where owning
property made less careful, these were cases of children very
young." 47 cases or 31.3% of 150 cases show that children

2 Six out of 10 only had ages given; four of these were four years of
al{e or. younger.
not only are careful of their own possessions, but after six years
of age (average 8 or 9 years) that possession of a certain article
makes them more careful of other articles of the same kind
belonging to others, and articles belonging to others in general.

These returns hring some very emphatic evidence to bear
upon the question whether it is best for schools to furnish chil
dren with books. That they should not seem clear unless the
books are given to children outright. Reading the returns of
all the rubrics, and this one in particular, shows that ownership
adds a dignity to the child, it expands the self and self feelings,
stimulates feelings of pride. The things owned in childhood
are very close to the child's inner being. As one little girl
said, when a book was returned to her with pages turned down
and leaves soiled, "I felt as though a part of myself had been
injured." These things appear large to the child. Their life
in a large part is wrapped up in the little world of their toys,
dolls, wagons, and books. So when we say it is better for a
child to own its books and other school appliances, we bring
not only evidence of its practicability as a saving and better
keeping of these things, but we urge it for higher reasons,
claiming that the sense of possession fills a gap in the child's
nature, adding to their dignity, self respect, expanding the
feelings of self, giving an idea of one's worth and responsibility,
and that these are factors of importance in the child's educa
tion; and we believe because of these very facts that the child
takes more interest in their books, that they get more out ot
them.

M., 5 years. Tom was always careless about his books. The books
were furnished by the school, and he had ruined two books since he
began going to school. His teacher gave him a picture book for being
regular in attendance, and he was very much pleased with it. He
would not allow the other boys to look at his book or touch it unless
their hands were clean. Soon after he was given this book he began
to erase the pencil marks from his school book. and he said" I don't
snppose teacher wants ber books all dirty any more than I do."

i Topical Syllabus. II. Psychology of Ownership vs. Loss.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

M., 10 years. Was always careless of tools. Left them out nights,
lost them, etc. One Christmas he was given a set of tools, and he
became very careful of them. Through this he was led to be careful
of the tools of others.

M., 10 years. Used to destroy a great many books until he was given
some of his own. He was very careful of them, and covered them so
they would not get soiled.

F. Used to tear books that they gave her to look at, tear whole
leaves out and fold others over and over again. But when one Christ
mas she received a book of her own she was just as careful of it, and
afterward she never tore the leaves of books or even turned them over.

.. I have observed that it makes children more careful of an object
to own it."

.. Children in nearly all cases manifest a desire for ownership in
property of some kind. They usually exercise great care in handling
their property and placing it in its proper place."

.. I have noticed that children take excellent care of any article that
they feel to be their own."

A point of not a little interest to the writers arises from the
fact that 47 cases or 31.3% of ISO cases show that it is out of
their own possessions by making objective those feelings of care
of property, love of possession, pride in ownership, or, in other
words, realizing that such feelings exist in others as well as
in themselves, that respect for others' property comes, and some
notion of a proprietary right obtains. In the rubric on chil
dren's quarrels among the young children-ages, 3-4-5-6, that the
desire or wish for the article seemed to be a sufficient reason to
them to possess it. " I want it," was .enough. They could
not see then why they should not have it. Among the children
at this age we find little care or respect for others' property.
The children of the 47 cases above were, on the average, eight
or nine years old, some much younger, some older. In these
cases the process was purely psychological. The child rea
soned from its own desires, that they were as strong in others;
that if they did not respect the possessions aud property of
others they could not expect others to respect theirs. This cor
responds to the growth of the conception of property in the
mind of primitive man.

From this study it is easily seen that the relations between
childhood and property are very close and very important.
They throw light not only on psychological phenomena, but
also bring up questions in pedagogy of interest and value.
Property is a great factor in developing the mind of the child.
We see its relation here to the development of the five primary
senses in early childhood; itspowerin teaching the child about his
own self; how it feeds self consciousness, gives feelings of im
portance and worth, enlarges personality, develops respect for
property in others by having property of one's own, quickens
activity of mind. All that property has done in evolving the
mind of man is repeated to some extent in the history of child-
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.46 2

hood. Above all property getting in childhood is of prime
importance because it is anticipatory. Adult life is largely
made of acquiring property. The child in his tenacious acqui
sition, his extreme selfishness, is preparing himself for this
struggle. Prof. Groos' says: ., I regard the instinct whose man
date in the struggie for life is, keep what you can get, as very
important. Men and animals must learn not only to acquire,
but also to defend and protect their property with tenacious
energy. "

SEcTION IV. PROPERTY, PERSONALITY, AND FEAR.

The following answers to rubric V (latter part), VI, VIII, of
the syllabus are given in the interests of the problems of this
section.

Rubric V 160 returns, 126 female, IS male; 19 sex not
given. Ages I year to 16 years.

F., II. With a new dress on was cold toward her companions, and
not disposed to obey her parents.

M., 15. When he wears his new suit, stands straight, walks
proudly, and is more polite than usual.

F., 9. Changes her general attitude as soon as she gets on a new
article of clothing. She acts like a different person.

F., 7. When she puts on anything new, always acts ashamed, and
tries to keep out of sight. It makes her over seif-conscious.

" On wearing new garments, a feeling of pride and desire to show is
almost always manifested. Have observed children on meeting to
make their new garments the first topic of conversation, i . e. before
any greeting, e. 1[., I I've got new shoes,' etc. Bashful children,
however, will not put on new style garments, and do not like to
appear in a garment until it has been worn for some time. They
imagine everyone looking at them. It increases their self-conscious
ness."-[From a professor of long experience.]

Rubric VI, 232 returns, I cases of all ages.
M., 34. "Dress, plumes, buttons, badges increase our egotism,

measures our opinion of self. I have noticed this in myself and
others."-[Pres. State Normal SchooL]

M., 32. "Usually one feels more self-confident in good clothes.
Have made many a poor recital in school and in college because I was
poorly dressed. One is much more assertive when well dressed. The
effect is especially noticeable in women."

F., 7. Had to recite in school. Asked her mother if she could
wear her new dress and ribbons. "Mamma," she said, " I'm sure I
can speak better if I am dressed up."

F. (supervisor to department state normal school) says she" can
teach much better in new clothes."

F., 20. "Wearing new clothes and finery does not make any differ
ence in the treatment of my friends, still inwardly I have a great deal
more confidence in myself. If I were obliged to wear an old dress to
a party m}' whole evening's enjoyment would be spoiled, while if I

1 Groos: The Play of Animals, p. 165.
1 A very valuable group of returns. Their value justify more ade

quate treatment than can be given here.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

could have a fine dress on I should have a grand time, should feel like
suggesting new games and in general taking the lead."

M., 26. "Am better pleased with myself when well dressed. Can
do more and better work."

M., 30. "When well dressed I have sometimes felt quite proud,
ready to make any statement and to back it up whether it was right
or wrong."

"Any new article of clothing or ornament which the child's fancy
or experience associates with certain characteristics tends to raise or
lower the child to the sensations and actions in keeping with these
characteristics, affecting accordingly its self-confidence, self-assertion
and personality. Children are unusually quick to catch the spirit. as
it were, of their apparel, especially if it is new. With children the
apparel is something of a mouldin~ influence while with the adult it
is more an expression of personahty, though in both it is the con
sciousness of what the apparel speaks to others for self that helps
or hinders. In my owu experience it is difficult to feel a full measure
of self-respect and the self I would be when I am conscious that my
apparel is not appropriate on the occasion."

The following phrases occurred most frequently in the
returns, as descriptive of the effects of dress. "Gives a dig
nified bearing," "forgot my timidness," "increased my self
respect, " ••can never act natural in new clothes," "feel
increased in size," ,. feel in better state of mind." "felt older,"
,. makes me awkward, bashful and shy," •• increased self-confi
fidence and importance."

Rubric VIII. 229 returns descriptive of the effect of sudden
and unexpected increase or loss in property, and the loss of
relatives and friends.

"A gentleman in good circumstances. greatly loved by the com
munity, came into possession of much property. He forgot his old
friends and became idle and dissipated."

M., 60, "inherited a small (to him lar~e) fortune. The first thing
he did was to tell all his friends and invite them to a supper. Before
this he had been rather a quiet man and not given to 'pushing himself
into anything. Now, however. he was heard from in most enterprises."

M., 45. "Came suddenly into possession of a great deal of money.
He became very disagreeable socially, and was considered mean in
business, his family was about as bad off as before, for his new wealth
made him stingy." .

M., 30. Became suddenly rich by the death of a relative. His first
act was to invite his frends to a champagne dinner, and the next day
buy a fast running horse. All that he seemed to care for was a good
time and have all about him happy.

P. "This young woman was quite poor; married a young business
man, who took her to a nice new home which he had built. The
change made her proud, slighted her friends and relatives and became
generally disliked .. Age improved her manner."

P., 26, .. of good ancestry but very poor, mar.ried a rich man. She
at once dressed extravagantly, entertained lavishly, is generous to
society and friends, heads charity lists with large sums of money.
Men say her husband's financial ruin is simply a question of a few
years. She flies from one excitement to another; before her marriage
her life was quiet and uneventful."

" This young man always had a hard time to get along in life. At
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

the age of 19 he inherited a vast fortune from an uncle. The night
after he heard of his fortune he gave a grand dinner party to his poorer
friends, and did all he could to make them happy. He afterwards
did much for the poor, and was blest by all who knew him."

F., 25, "father very wealthy, she was greatly admired in all the
social circles-she gave parties, teas, etc., to which nearly everyone
in the small town in which she lived was invited. At the death of
her father, it was found that the estate was completely involved; that
she and her mother owned nothing. She committed suicide in a few
davs."

"This man, when he lost his money, tried to avoid meeting his
friends and did not like to be spoken to."

[Many cases of this nature.]
"When my favorite uncle died I remember that, at first, the feeling

of resistance was uppermost in my mind. I did not think he could be
dead, he looked so calm and peaceful, just as if he were asleep, but
when the fact did strike me, it seemed as if something had gone out
of my life, as if there was something lacking in everything about me."

" My first feeling at the sudden loss of a friend or relative is one of
numbness. I cannot realize the loss all at once, and it does not seem
to have really happened."

The changes in, and fluctuations of, personality under the
stimulus of property are neither peculiar or exceptional psy
choses, that appear only under the very best test conditions;
they belong to the common stock of every-day experience. We
therefore appeal to this common wealth of experience both for
data and for justification of what follows. The observations
recorded above are merely introductory and suggestive.

We have seen that the child lays claim earliest to those things
that satisfy its wants in the sphere of instinct and the senses.
What the child does in this instinctive and natural way, the
adult strives to do through the myriad devices of the intellect,
but the aim is the same, i. e., to satisfy wants and enlarge the
pleasure field. Property, then, is an instrument to avert pain
and procure pleasure. Considered psychologically, property
is anything which procures pleasure and satisfaction to the
individual, and anything is a loss that induces want and pain.
In this sense, a beautiful painting, a landscape, a gorgeous
sunset is property to any beholder, while the possession of a
pair of boils is a decided loss, although the former may vanish
within a few seconds, and the latter remain six weeks.

The manifold wants of dress come next after those of physi
cal hunger and thirst. Prof. James observes: "There are few
of us who, if asked to choose between having a beautiful body
clad in raiment perpetually shabby and unclean, and having an
ugly and blemished form always spotlessly attired, would not
hesitate a moment before making a decisive reply." 1 Objec
tively, our clothes argue;-persuade, or repel; command and
talk for us. They project and partially represent the social

1 James, William: Psychology, Vol. I, p. 292.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

self. They are our envoys extraordinary. Subjectively, good
clothes enlarge the pleasure field and increase the feelings
of size, confidence, egoism, self-consciousness, courage, etc.
The self-feelings among children and youth may be so
intensified thereby as to create disturbances in their social
strata. Lotze emphasized the fact that clothes aroused the
feelings of physical extension, and that one's personality was
enlarged by them through our bodily parts being! enlarged as
to sensation in this or that direction by the articles attached.
May not this expansive, self-assertive effect of dress on person
ality account for the custom of warriors of all ages entering
battle decked out in rich attire-with blazoned shields, glitter
ing steel, waving plumes, and bright raiment? The slang word
" fierce" is attributed to oneapparelled in a gorgeous costume.

The property value of one's name deserves the space of a
paragraph. When Shakespeare said" what's in a name?" he
propounded a question of not a little psychological interest. A
man's name is a possession which is closely assimilated with
his ego. As has been said •• the name has grown layer by
layer." It has grown with the ego and the man. It would be
an interesting study to learn from married women their feelings
on losing the name with which they had grown up and coming
into possession of a new one. The writer [France] finds on
limited inquiry that there are very peculiar feelings of the
self having lost a part of itself, of almost shame on writing or
giving the new name, and a lack of at homeness with one's self.

Prof. Sanford has defined personality as "the sum total of
all the reactions that can be got from an individual at anyone
moment." A study of the first reactions of individuals who
have come suddenly and unexpectedly into the possession of a
large fortune; and of those who have sustained great and sud
den losses, would show, perhaps, the most fundamental effect
of material property on the ego. The first reactions under such
conditions are most likely to be the instinctive, unconscious,
flashing out of the real naked ego before the intellect can get
her inhibiting machinery into working order.

Of the 229 cases on this topic (Rubric VIII) 60 describe the
behavior of persons made suddenly rich; 51, persons meeting
with sudden loss; and 118 are descriptive of feelings at the sud
den loss of a relative, friend, etc. . 10% of the 60 cases are
described as continuing in their ordinary affairs unchanged.
They went abont in the even tenor of their ways as though
nothing had happened; 8% immediately turned spendthrifts,
and prodigals, They seemed pleasure-intoxicated, bent on
giving the passions the widest possible amplitude. Few of these

1 Lotze, Hermann: Microcosmus, Eng. Transl ,; Vol. I, p. 592.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

cases ever face about and settle down to business; 20% at once
conceived some generous deed, -" gathered their poor friends in
for a dinner, "-headed some humane and philanthropic move
ment, "began to help a poor boy to prepare for the ministry."
They are often described as loving every body, even becoming
good to animals; 38 per cent. are described ashaughty, proud,
arrogant, forgetting and ,. cutting" their old friends, domineer
ing, harsh and cruel to servants, unsociable; some tum out
misers. It must be stated, however, that some of this portion
of the returns are seriously damaged by the evident presence of
the" green-eyed monster" which, of itself, is an interesting
property psychosis. There seems to be greater uniformity of
behavior among those sustaining sudden loss. The majority
have little to say, they avoid old friends, seek seclusion, and
maintain a dogged silence to the world. They are often found
in deep study, overheard talking to themselves. Some commit
suicide. And more than we are aware of spend their last days
in an insane asylum. Of course some vigorous and well poised
souls begin cheerfully over again.

Disregarding a few exceptional cases, with the knowledge of
new possessions personalitysallies forth with the altruistic and the
whole host of self-feelings wonderfully intensified. At the news
of a wrecked fortune personality is timid, silent. evades society
like the peafowl with lost plumage, and is at times seized with
morbid fears. Wherefore does property have such transform
ing power on the ego? Why these cataclysms in the nature
and disposition of man at an increase or decrease of things
owned?

If we view conscious personality subjectively, we find that it
is not a constant entity but rather a concensus of those things
present at any time in the stream of consciousness.1 The con
stituent elements in the mosaic of personality are what interest
us here. What are they in the main? We have observed
repeatedly that personality grows in proportion as the things
one recognizes as his own increase, and that it shrinks, that
much of it becomes as nothing, as the things once owned are
swept away. Hobbes says property is grounded internally or
psychologically in the consciously apprehended capacities and
requirements of human personality. i Jhering, in his" Strug
gle After Law,,,1 says: "In making the object my own I
stamped it with my own person: whoever attacks it attacks
me, the blow struck it strikes me, for I am present in it." Is
not this the answer to our query? The recognition of things

1 James, W.: Psychology, Vol. I, Chapter X; Ribot: Diseases of
Personality; Binet: Alterations of Personality.

iSee "Theories of Property," Pol. Sci. Quar., Vol. I, by Prof.
Newcomb.

8 Am. Ed., p. 55.
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

owned by me as mine is the material that makes up much of
my personality; and the concept mine is the cement to the
entire mosaic mass constituting the ego. The attitude of
monks, nuns and hermits towards property is an illustration in
point. The one aim of their lives is to subjugate self, anni
hilate their own personality in order that they may take on the
likeness of another. To do this they dispossess themselves of
everything, wear the plainest clothes, often even expel their
own ideas and thoughts. Most convents and monasteries for
bid their inmates to own anything.

Another illustration showing that property is the very back
bone of personality is seen in general paresis. Here, under
the processes of devolution, under reversionary conditions, the
one great delusion present is that of vast wealth; the idea of
ownership stands out in the mind in relief amidst the crumbling
and fading away of all other psychoses. Again, the prospect
of great wealth, a promising scheme whereby a fabulous for
tune is to be realized, e. g., the South Sea Island project, the
scheme for extracting gold from sea water, a trip to the Klon
dike, will take away the good sense, mother-wit and judg-ment
of many people. Under these conditions their credulity runs
riot; any device, however absurd, is wholly adequate to the end
in their eyes. In fact they will not attend to details, will refuse
to consider ways and means, so blinded have they become in
dreaming over the fabulous returns at the goal. When we
consider that no one factor is so intimatelv associated with all
of life's activities as property getting; that property has been
and is the one great sessilizing agency for the human race,
converting nomads to husbandmen; that mind and civilization
have developed through it and by it, it is no wonder that shat
tered and wrecked fortunes should be accompanied by dismem
bered and tottering personalities.

Probably the most general and most urgent motive prompting
the acquisition of property in its many forms is fear. The
absurd and outlandish practices of the miser will serve us as
an introduction to this phase of the subject. The items here
recorded are taken from 104 returns to rubric X.

M., 32. Crabbed, dishonest, had but few friends. Had one child,
a son, to whom he willed a large pile of almanacs. The son was on
the point of burning them when he happened to look in an almanac
and found twenty dollar bills between the leaves. By looking carefully
through the file he found a large sum.

M., 80. Lives by himself in a little old red house. Works very
hard, eats but little. Goes to bed early in order to save oil and coal,
although he has pleuty of both. Hides his money in many odd places:
stove-pipe, under the carpet, buries it in the cellar. He was not al
ways this way; became so since the death of his wife about four years
ago.

F., 60, lived in a garret, thought to be very poor. Ate the poorest
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THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

food, finally died of starvation. When her room was searched four
bank books were found and deeds of a great deal of property-the
whole amouted to about half a million dollars.

F., 63, lived alone, dressed poorly, neighbors thought her poor.
She aroused their sympathy until they practically supported her.
She was found dead. While disposing of her effects to defray funeral
expenses $3,000 was found stuffed in an old clock.

M., 70, lives in a dirty old hut in the woods. He goes ragged, dirty,
hair and beard greasy and unkempt. He goes hungry all the time.
He is very wealthy. Keeps a portion of his money buried underneath
one of the boards in the floor of his hut. When his wife died (she
was as miserly as he), by her request he buried her himself, so as to
save the expense 01 a funeral. [Several cases of this sort.]

M., 65. "Worth thousands of dollars. Lean, sallow man, is never
seen in any kind of society, never helps the poor, churches, hospitals
or asylums. Disappointment in love lead him to be so miserly."

Rubric VIII. Last Part.
M., 33. "Have always felt that it would be such a disgrace to be

buried at public expense."
M., 39. I have often been haunted with the fear of poverty and

dying in want. It is a most distressing and depressing state of mind.
F. When about IS I had melancholy fears of poverty and loss of

friends. An entrance in a diary on one of my birthdays at this time
has afforded much merriment. I opined that at thirty I might be
"alone, an orphan and a beggar."

Carlyle declared that the hell English people fear most is
poverty. We think the declaration might as well be made to
include the rest of the human race, for in matters so funda
mental there is slight room for differences.

Poverty is Pain. It always has been and is ever enlarging
the pain field. Its areas include ignorance, bondage, human
slavery, cruelty and misery in its divers forms. Fear is the
dread of pain or of the possibilities of pain. The fear of poverty
arises in anticipation or dread of the pain that it may cause.
The fear is as deep seated as the suffering thereby has been great.
There is no cause for wonder at those nameless feelings of dread
that steal over one at the thought of being left defence
less in the world without a cent, of being suddenly cut off from
the pleasures that delight us and of being assimilated with out
casts, charges, and irresponsibles, of spending one's last days in
the poor house, of being buried at public expense and taking
one's eternal rest in the potter's field. All those feelings of dis
trust of man for man in the business world, the always more or
less strained relations between creditor and debtor, and the
constant over-anxiety about the safe keeping of property, are
further expressions of the property-fear-psychosis. It crops
out among those people who put their money out at small in
terest in some safe place instead of putting it where pleasure
and benefit in a large revenue could be derived. The extreme
form of this fear lead some persons to hide their valuables in
ridiculous and out-of-way places, e. g., in the hems of a
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THE PSYCHOI.OGY OF OWNERSHIP.

garment, in a bundle of carpet rags, underneath a stone, in hair
combings, etc. Everyone has seen or heard many incidents
of this nature. One usually ascribes the hiding of money to
misers, which is usually the case. But all misers do not hide
money, nor are all money-hiders misers. Fear and distrust
may cause even a liberal man to keep his money in his own
peculiar way. Money-hiding, however, is one of the things of
minor interest about the miser.

Science lacks a psycho-sociological treatment of the miser.
It is true that numerous descriptions of his nature, disposition,
and appearance are found in certain species of ethical literature.
These descriptions attempt nothing at his origin, and are inade
quate in showing his relations to society. The plan of this
paper permits only a brief statement of the theories relating to
his origin and nature, The subject deserves a separate mono
graph. Thl:: miser belongs more particularly to the climacteric
and post-climacteric periods of life. He has lost interest in his
species, the instinct-feelings of parenthuod are dead within
him, for he evades and shirks her holy ordinances. The dy
namic push up oflife's forces, the progress of all life is a concate
nation of forces that he avoids. He steps aside when they move
in his direction. He will not be caught up by them. Although
the most sessilized form of the human race, his sessile apparatus
is of the very crudest sort-a miserable hut or cave. He will
not beautify a home. Even if given one, the marks of time
soon begin to show on it. He reverses every principle of
hygiene, every sentiment of home and a better part of the cus
toms of society, Whence this anomalous sociological element?
Is he a product of a morbid passion to get money, plus a mor
bid fear of poverty, both having become fixed ideas; or is he
an individual whose natnre the altruistic wand of adolescence
never touched; was he truant to life's school while nature was
teaching her one great lesson of self-sacrifices. Is the miser
a man with a child's notion of property, i, e., that property is
an end and not a means; or may he have resulted from an
enforced unselfishness and altruism in childhood, not allowing
the instinct of selfish acquisition to play itself out; or may he
have resulted from some mental shock, as disappointment in
love," loss of friends, thereby aborting that instinct of provid
ing for one's children which we have shown is so fundamental
in the normal individual? This latter theory appeals strongly
to the writers as one which accounts, at least, for not a few
misers. Sweep away from a man his friends, by some evil
blow destroy his faith in his own kind, and leave him thus

1 R. L. Stevenson, in his novel Kidnapped, gives as the cause of
David Balfour'S uncle becoming such a cruel miser, disappointment in
love.
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47° THE PSYCHOLOGY OF OWNERSHIP.

without a purpose, with no one to care for - what will be
the result? Silas Marner was such a man. We quote the
opinion of George Eliot: "Have not men shut up in soli
tary imprisonment found an interest in marking the moments
by straight strokes of a certain length on the wall until the
growth of the sum of straight strokes, arranged in triangles,
has become a mastering purpose? Do we not while away
moments of inanity or fatigued waiting by repeating some
trivial movement or sound until the repetition has bred a want,
which is incipient habit? That will help us to understand how
the love of accumulating money grows into an absorbing passion
in men whose imaginations, even in the very beginning of their
hoard, showed them no purpose beyond it. Marner wanted the
heaps of tens to grow into a square; and every added guinea,
while it was itself a satisfaction, bred a new desire. In this
strange world made a riddle to him he might if he had had a
less intense nature have sat a-weaving, looking toward the end
of his pattern or toward the end of his web, till he forgot the
riddle and everything else but his immediate sensation, but the
money had come to mark off his weaving into periods, and the
money not only grew, but it remained with him. He began to
think it was conscious of him as his loom was, and he would
on no account have exchanged these coins, which had become
his familiars; for others with unknown faces. He handled them,
he counted them till their form and color were like the satisfac
tion of a thirst to him, but it was only in the night when his
work was done that he drew them out to enjoy their compan
ionship. " 1

Every human being must have something in the world upon
which to lavish affection and solicitude, something to which he
can turn for companionship in his hour of leisure, some end in
which his labor finds reward. And if through some mishap in
the economy of nature, some abortion of his own instincts he
be deprived of such of these as his own human kind afford, he
must turn elsewhere, and that iron handed master habit may
well determine that his fate be turned into a rut of money hoard
ing. It was the entrance of a little child into the life of Silas
Marner that transformed the old crabbed miser into the tender
est of fathers. If the child had entered his life first and passed
ag-ain from it, he mig-ht in turn have become the miser. Such
is the "expulsive power of a new affection," but affection there
must be in every breast; an end in every life. We do not
attempt to choose among these several theories on account of the
small number of facts in hand. To study the miser with any
degree of satisfaction both his life history and that of his an
cestors should be well in hand.

1 P. 19. Silas Marner by George Eliot.
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